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went on to observe that the resolutions only made 
a general charge of the existence of frauds, but 
specified no instances In which they had taken 
lace, and it attributed these frauds to a defect in 
the naturalization laws. Now, it had been very 
clearly shown by the gentleman from Virginia that 
Congress could not re wh ihe ballot-boxes, because 
it had nothing to do with the election laws of the 
States. Some States had one law and other States 
had others as to the qualifications of voters. In 
some States negroes were permitted to vote, but 
that was altogether a matter of taste. [A laugh.] 
Others permitted foreigners to vote who had never 
heen naturalized at all. Had Congress any power 
to say to these States, you must alter your laws? 
It was true, that when a man was naturalized he 
heeame a citizen, and as such had rights which no 
State could deprive him of; but, though not natu- 
ralized, he might, if the State so chose, vote within 
that State. If he went abroad, he could not, in- 
deed, claim protection as an American citizen, but 
at home Congress had no power to prevent him 
from voting. So much, then, of these resolutions 
as looked to the exercise of any such authority, the 
House should not regard for a moment in deciding 
the question of reference, 
tut if these resolutions meant something else— 
if the Massachusetts Legislature meant that there 
was political corruption which arose from the pre- 
sent state of our naturalization laws, why had they 
not the hardihood to say so? If it was their wish 
that the term of probation should be extended to 
twenty-one years, why had they not the boldness 
to speak itout? From these resolutions as they 
stood. all that Mr. F. could gather was, not that 
there was any defect in the law itself, but that the 
defects existed in the execution of the law. If that 
was the case, what committee so proper to take 
charee of the resolutions as the Committee on the 
Judiciary? If the paper should be taken from 
them and given to a select Committee, what would 
be the natural inference of the country? Would it 
not be that there was something so very important 
in these resolutions that they must be sent to a 
sclect committee? Mr. F. was not willing to sanc- 
tion any such inference, and he was the less in- 
clined to this since he had heard the remark of' the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Levin,} who 
had urged a select committee on the ground that 
Parliamentary rules required it, in order that the 
resolutions might go to their friends. But did not 
the same rule exclude from voting in the standing 
committees all who were unfriendly to the propo- 
sition submitted? Either way, then, the House 
would have an ex parte statement, replete with all 
the prejudices and slanders and foul imputations 
which prevailed in the Native American party, 
imbodied in the shape of a very dignified report, 
and stamped and authenticated by the sanction of 
that House. To this Mr. F. would never consent. 
_ The gentleman had told the House that this Na- 
uve American party had originated from a letter 
written by Daniel O’Connell, in Ireland, to his 
countrymen in Cincinnati, exhorting them to throw 
their ballot in such a manner as to put down a cer- 
tain institution, which was covered by the com- 
promises of the Constitution. The gentleman had 
Spoken a good deal about demagogueism, and he 
did not know but this might be a touch of his own 
knowledge on that subject. [A laugh.] 

(Mr. Levin here interrupted to explain. He 
had said that such had been the origin of Native 
Americanism in the State of Pennsylvania. } 

Mr, F. resumed. Be it so; but surely there 
Never had been heard (if he might without per- 
sonal disrespect be allowed to say so) a more ridi- 
tulous reason for the formation of any party in the 
World. What! Because a foreien demagogue had 
Written to certain friends of his in this country ad- 
‘ising them to throw their votes in a particular 
Manner to suit his wishes, therefore a Native Ame- 
rican party must be formed throughout the Union 
‘0 prevent the effect of his recommendation. Mr. 

sera that a greater demagogue than Daniel 
a onnell never breathed the breath of life—a man 

® was sucking the blood of his own people, and 


Seeking to interfere in the concerns of ours. But 
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must we therefore cet up a party in this country to 
denounce ail foreign immigrants; and that with- 
out the least evidence whatever that they were 
willing to comply with the recommendation? Mr. 
EF. had been in the city of Cincinnati when that 
letter wes received there, and he would that the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania could have been 
there too; he would have witnessed such 
sions of indignation from the [Irishmen 
this attempted interference of O'Connell, that he 
would forever have been set free from all fears on 
that score. With one heart and with one voice 
they denounced him, and from that time the Irish 
influence had been withdrawn from those who 
soucht to interfere with the institution referred to. 
And from that hour the abolition mterest hed bee 
sinking, and was continuine to sink, and Mr. F. 
had not seen one of these Irish 
Was not its avowed opponent. 
the first Lrish abolitionist. 

{Several voices he re exclaimed cs ¢ wood rt 

One might as well look for a black swan, for 
every lrishman in the West well knew that the 


} 
expio- 


there, at 
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linmigrants who 
tle was yet to see 


destruction of that Institution Involved the destruc- 


tion of this Union. What, did 


Massachusetts 


wish that foreioners should be excluded because 


they were opposed to a Southern institution? Was 


it Massachusetts who wished to get up a party for 


the purpose of sustaining that istitution and op- 


posing its opposers ? Had she really believed that 
Daniel O’Connell could exert such an influence as 
by that letter he attempted to exert, would she 
have interfered to prevent it? 
this! That State from which had preceeded the 
first resolution for the dissolution of thi 
Texas should be admitted into it! 

Mr. WINTHROP here called wpon the gentle- 
man from Ohio to produce his proof that Massa- 
chusetis had ever called for a dissolution of this 
Union. He denied it, and if the gentleman adhered 


Massachusetts do 


| to his assertion he hoped he would prove it. 


Mr. FARAN inoutred of him whether there had 
not been a public meeting there which passed and 
published resolutions expressly declaring that tt 
would be better the Union should be dissolved 
than that Texas should become a part of if? 

Mr. WINTHROP said that there had been such 
meetings held all over the Union. A company of 
people could assemble any where, and pass what- 
ever inflammatory resolutions they choose; but 
was this a reason for saving that the Massachv- 
setts Legislature, or that a majority of the people 
of Massachusetts, had asked for a dissolution of 
Mr. W. utterly denied that Massa- 
chusetts had asked any such thing. 

Mr. FARAN resumed: He had not said that 
the Legislature, or even a large portion of her peo- 
ple, had made such a demand; but what he had 
said was, that it was in Massachusetts that such a 
proceeding had first originated. 

3ut he denied that Native Americanism had ori- 
ginated either there or then. No; the principle 
had been first started under the administration of 
the elder Adams, and the alien and sedition laws 
had been its first fruits. Then it was born, and, 
if it had sinee died, it had experienced a recent 
resurrection in the midst of burning churches in 
the city of Philadelphia. 

The gentleman had given a very pathetic ac- 
count of the trampling of foreigners on the Ameri- 
can flare. Vor conduct like that Mr. F. had: neither 
sympathy nor apology. He should as soon think 
of trampling on an aged parent’s dust. But if the 
gentleman wished to complete the glowing picture 
which he had begun to draw, he ought to put in 
it not only the outrages which he had so strongly 
painted, but the irritations and insults which pre- 
ceded, and the burning dwellings and the burning 
churches which followed. True, the gentleman 
had reminded the House that there was one Cath- 
olic church which the Native Americans had 
saved, and this was the last church attacked. It 
was a good deal like the practice of our native In- 
dians, who tied their victim to a stake, and, after 


they had tormented him till he was nearly dead, 
| cut him loose that he might be reserved for future 


torture. 


s Union if 
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As to our foreign population generally, Mr. F. 
knew of no persons in the country who were more 
sober, more 
patriotic. 
the 


have shut out of the country, who had been bound 
out as 


orderly, more industrious, or more 
tie knew men personally in Cinginnati, 


whom ventleman froma 


Pennsylvania would 


servants to pay their passage-money, but 
; oe J 

Who Were now amon” our best, host respectable, 
and most wealthy eitizens. 


1 


Instead of protracting 
tiem 


probation to twenty-one years, Mr. I. could 
not but think that it would be far better policy, as 
well as fur better conduct, to treat them with kind- 
ness and confidence. This would effect that in 
their hearts which foree and obloquy and exelu- 
sion never could eecomphsh. 
Mr. DAVIS, of Missouri, was opposed to the 
reference of these resolutions to a select committee 
on two erounds: and the first was, that, in his 
erved at the hands of this House 
ivwhere. "They ealled upon Con- 
sto purify the ballot-hox. If the ballot-hox 
Was Impure in Massachusetts, let her lecislature 
iwhusetts had no rieht to im- 


opinion, they de 


ho reference a 


1 
look at home, Mass 


quire Into lfs condition in other States. Soe far as 
the modification of laws for regulating elections 
went, it was no eoneern of Congress, 


And why did Massachusetts ask for an altera- 
tion in our naturalization laws—laws which had 
existed since the formation of the Constitution? 
When this country had declared that a man was 
not the natural and perpetual subject of the Govy- 
ernment under whieh he was born, and had main- 
tained and established the richt of foreicuers to 
expatriate themselves, it contended, of course, in 
that very act, for their right of admission here. 
And, if so, why did the gentleman from Pennsyl 
vania demand a seleet committee? Such a request 
proceeded on the presumption that the Judiciary 
Committee was wanting either in patriotism, fideli- 
ty, or legal learning; neither of which allegations 
Mr. D. had ever heard advanced in any quarter, 
And, if that committee was possessed of these 
qualifications, to that, as the law of 
this House, let the resolutions eo. This was a 
question W hich ck eply interc sted the people of his 
district. ‘They, too, wanted a modification of our 
naturalization laws; but it was that they micht be 
simplified, and that the process of naturalization 


committee 


might be more easily accomplished. So far as his 
own Wishes, therefore, were concerned, he should 
rather be inclined to ask a select committee on the 
other side of the que stion. 

Much had been introduced in this diseussion 
which was not referred to in these resolutions. A 
broad field had been thrown open, but here the an- 
cient maxim, ‘* Wedio tutissimus ibis,’’ would not 
hold. We must either make naturalization easy, 
or we must withhold it entirely; for if we admit- 
ted foreigners, and yet denied them the enjoyment 
of all political rights among us, we did but create 
enemies to our Government, and fill our country 
with discontented men. Let the principles of Na- 
tive Americanism prevail, and the foreigner would 
look in vain for happiness and liberty on the Amer- 
ican shore. He detested that party, above all 
others, for its sordid character and its arrogant 
assumption, 

Mr. D. here referre? to a speech which had been 
made by a gentlemen from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Rockwe.t] some da since, in which he had 
maintained that wherever slavery existed there the 
high moral character and perfectability of man was 
not to be found. Had the gentleman forgotten 
that both the Adamses, and Otis, and Gerry, and 
Hancock, had all sprung from a State which tol- 
erated slavery? Would he deny to these men a 
high moral character? He had heard it maintained 
that the way to elevate the character and increase 
the prosperity of these States was.to adopt the 
policy of excluding foreigners. As a commentary 
on that doctrine he would refer its advocates to the 


ancient empire of China, which had for centuries 


shut out all the world by her great wall and her 
exclusive laws. And what had been the result? 
She had been falling back behind all the other na- 


| tions of the world in commerce and in power, un- 


tl at last a little British squadron had been able to 


. 


Seg NY ESS IE rt Ae 
Ua ok ee lie 


Blin Ci 


ae 


PR 


ty et les 


“Riper 
a 


SP ae 


PV BID an 






we gaSatrny i 
saan 


82 THE CONGRESSION AL GLOBE. 


Dec. 19, 


vatives dod the Whies. ang 


ae me at the he all of this tri- 


dictate terms to the most ancient and populous na- || if ke should say, * the union between the N 


* 


tion on the earth. He stigmatized tus doctrine of |‘ bunal; the ordinary grand inquest is too impar- | the effect of the burning of the Catholic eh, +en 
exclusion as the doctrine of barbarism. Among |, ‘ tal; it lives at too great a distance to judge of this | in Philadelphia, They witnessed a similar at; ar : 
: savaze nations a stranger was counted an enemy, | ‘ case; put me there; let me present one-sided evi- || in New York, and the *y knew that if the ¥ fell into 
and the same word de ignated both; but as civili- | ‘ dence in the case, and I will make an impression | the hands of the Natives, God have mercy , 
vation and every humanizing influence advanced | ‘ on the public mind?”’ them, fur the Natives would not. [A laveh,| It 
and previ riled, the zates of admission = re vradu- bie considered the spirit of Native Americanism was the light of these burning churches w hich had 
ally thrown open. Like another celebrated sy: as made up of religious bigotry and political intol- enabled the Democrats to carry their eleectioy | 
tem which had prevail d in this country, this | bare eranee. Was it dead? He feared not. Let those New York. And he depreeated their being 
barian doctrine of exclusion had been ealled **the |) whom it animated on this floor produce an elabo- | turned over to the tender mercies of those «,), 
American sysiem.”’ It was no such thing; it was || rate report charging fraud on our naturalized citi- men in that House 
the Kurop an system; but even there it was melt- |) nens; let that re port be sane uioned b y Congress As to those who. had been shot down in Ke; 
npg away be fore the dictates of common sense and and print ted | y the thous and; let those ve nilenien sington, he hoped, if the committee sho uld oe eso 
a more enliehtened policy. Even in France, that | take it to the city of Philadelphia; let the streets | to that subject, they would not forget to tel] 1) 
stronghold of the feudal system, foreigners were | ring with it; let the papers teem with it as the re- | whole story—what business the Native Ameri 
now permitted to hold real esiate—Engiand alone | sult of a grand inquest by this House—and what had there, what banners they displayed, \ 
retained this blot on her national eseuteheon. And |; would be the consequence? Would not all the ele- | sults they gave, and who were the ageressors 
should we imitate her in that which was her dis- | ments of bigotry and of politic: al fury be again let the whole affair. When that was done, and ¢ 
grace?) Mr. D. here referred to the services of |, loose in that unhappy eiiy? Should we not hear done, the gentleman who represented that int 
foreigners in our modern revolution; but though |) again the midnight shriek from the poor son of Erin | here might shed his tears In vi un. He and his 
he would not affirm that without it we could not |) and the honest emigrant from Germany, driven | sect would find no vos here or elsewher 
have achieved our freedom, still it furnished a | from their burning homes to seek shelter where After adverting to Mr. c VIN’S appeal to th 
sirong reason Why we should not shut our gates they could -~ it? Would not the military power South, Mr. G. expressed his | lope that the countn 
arainst those who came to us from abroad. Such ate again be marched into her capital,and | never would disown the doctrines of the Dx 


a doctrine was never heard among the 
the Revolution, and never had he 
prised than when he heard the name of Washine- 
ton quoted in their W ashing 
born for no ave and for no land: h 
in his native grandeur, and was the boast and the 
property of the world. [ts was 
still extant in which he referred to his native land 
as an asylum for the ssed; and in a letter to 
Mr. Jefferson had « X presse d his wonder that those 
who were oppressed in the Old World did not 
more frequently take refuge inthe New. Was this 
the man whom Native Americans clauned as the 
bulws nek of their exclusive pol icy? Much had been 
said about the Declaration of Ind: pendence, Did 
gre ntlemen forget that among its signers were to be 
found eight actual forcieners, and nine who were 
the immediate descendants of foreign pare nts? Mr, 
D. here made a reference, not distinct! y heard by 
the reporter, to the adoption of Washington by 
the Irish as a son of St. Patrick, although he had 
no Irish blood in his veins, He concluded by ex- 
wessing his hope that the resolutions would not 
Be referred to a committee who were professedly 
inimical to our foreign population. 

Mr. GROVER said that, in risine here for the 
first time, he was not supported by the zeal which 
had animated a friend of his yesterday, for he en- 
tertained very serious doubts whether he should 
be able on that floor to give expression to the rea- 
sons which influenced his mind to send these pa- 
pers to the Judiciary Committee. 

He called on the Clerk to give him the date of 
the Massachusetts resolutions, which was found 
to be the Ist of March, 1845. ‘Phis was just as 
Mr. G. had expected, and it identified these reso- 
lutions as the offspring of an excitement in the 
Massachusetts Legislature in consequence of the 
result of the Presidential canvass of 1844—a result 
which had in no small degree 


been more sur- 


support, ton was 


e stood out alone 


correspondence 


oppre 


been aided by the 
light of the burning churches in Philadeiphia. 
These resolutions charged fraud in the ballot- 
boxes; but against whom was this charge of fraud 
legitimately directed? Against our adopted citi- 
zens? No; it was against the tribunals of our ju- 
diciary. Judicial action must be had before 
eigner could be naturalized. He must 
court of record and declare his intention to become 
a citizen; then he must appear in open court with 
two citizens who could u nde r oath, that 
they had known him for five years to have resided 
continuously within the United States, that he was 
of good character, and well atlected towards our 
laws and Constitution. 
Now if there was any fraud, 
it chargeable? 
witnesses. 


a for- 


co before a 


rrove, 


acainst whom was 


Either against the tnibunals or the 
In one or the other there must be per 


jury; and was this the idea that the Legislature of 


Massachusetts intended to present? ‘That our ju- 
dicial tribunals were corrupt and our citizens per- 
jured?) Was that the charge? If so, where was 
the tribunal before which it should be investigated, 
and by whom should it be examined into? By a 
select committee who had prejudged the case, and 
who stood ready to report that foreigners as well 
as our own tribunals had been guilty of the most 
gigantic frauds? If a man presented himself as an 
accuser, and charged on another the commission 


of a crime, and asked for a grand mqu st to inves- | 


tigate it, what would any one think of his modesty 


patriots of 


of the St 
martial law be once more proclaimed in the once 
peaceful city of Penn? ‘These were the events 
which he anticipated, and he could not but believe 
that this was the object in view. He protested 
avainst its ace omplis shment. If fraud was charged 
on the tribunals of our countr y, consign the inqui- 
ry to a committee who should be both able and 
impartial, where all might have a fair hearing. 

it was said that they wanted to purify the bal- 
lot-box; but this was mere nonsense. ‘The genile- 
man from Vireinia [Mr. Bayty] must have satis- 
fied every man Congress could have nothing to do 
with such a process; that was a matter which be- 
longed to the States. Nor had Massachusetts any 
right to complain of this, because it was a part of 
ihe compact which bound this confederacy to- 
ecther. 

Mr. G. said he 


tions on the 


should move to lay the resolu- 
table, were it not that he held that 
every respectful petition was entitled to a refer- 
ence. He had even voted against laying the abo- 
lition petitions on the table, and he wished his 
course on that subject to be understood. Here he 
went into an explanation, showing that it was not 
from any approval of the abolition petitions, but 
from a desire to have a good report made, which 
if sent. abroad would tend to allay the excitement 
and « op ge n the judgment of any misguided men. 

Mr. G. said he had sat here astounded at hear- 
ing the utter disrespect with which the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania had spoken of the Declaration 
of Indepe ndence—that time-honored document, so 
dear to every American bosom; yet, when he re- 
flected on what was the true spirit of this Native 
American faction, he was the less surprised, be- 
cause In that Declaration this spirit was signally 
rebuked, One of the charges preferred against 
George the ‘Third was, that he had refused to these 
colomes due naturalization laws, and had thereby 
retarded their settlement. Yes, King George the 
Third was a good Native American; quite as good 
as the very best of them. [A laugh.] And even 
George Washington hinas self had been pointe d at 
as the father of their principles, though for seven 
long years he had fought against just such a party 
as that. 

* This had been represented asa modern party; it 
was no such thing. It lived in the days of George 
Lil. and of our second President, and the alien law 
was its just and natural fruit. It lived in the days 
of Rufus King, then our Ambassador at the Court 
of St. James. When certain Irishmen, who had 
periled their lives for liberty, were tried and con- 
demned to death, and were ofiered a pardon on 
condition that they should leave the country, they 
addressed a note to Mr. King asking leave to come 
here. ‘The Ambassador reluct: intly gave his con- 
sent, advising them, however, when they should 
get here, to let public affairs alone. That eidiaaens 
had probably learned “that such emigrants usually 
became identified with what he esteemed the jaco- 
binical party in this country. Here was nativism 
in all its perfection; and it was this old leaven 
which had been operating in Massachusetts, then 
smarting under the result of the canvass of 1844. 
This led Mr. G. to speak of the results of the 
Pennsylvania election, which, instead of giving 
the Democracy a thousand votes majority, had 
given four thousand the other way. He described 
the alarm which the Irish in his district had felt at 


tion of Independence, but would be ever ready 
with one acclaim to sing anthems in its pr ah 
When, in fancy, he looked abroad and « 

plated the growing glories of his country; hes 
he saw ‘Texas coming in on one side , and Ore: 
coming—no, not coming in, but kept in where sly 
always was—upon the other, why should we jo 
exult in the thought that over all this fair inherit 
ance the prince iple s of the Declaration were to he- 
come co-e a nsive with our territory, wherever the 
American flag should wave? 

Mr. HUNT, of New York, obtained the floor, 
but, assenting to a desire manifested in many 
quarters of the House for an adjournment, yi ld 
ed to 

Mr. HUDSON 
now adjourn. 

The yeas and nays were asked, and ordered 
and being taken, were yeas 98, nays 85. 

So the House adjourned. 


» Who moved that the House do 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, December 19, 1845. 

The Journal of yesterday was read and ap 
prove vd. 

‘The unfinished business was, the subje ct-matter 
of the résolutions of the General Assembly of the 
State of Massachusetts, in favor of such ames 
ments of the naturalization laws as will protect | 
ballot-box from fraud, and the amendments there- 
to pending. 

Mr. WASHINGTON HUN 
‘in tloor, but yielded to 

Mr. HARALSON, chairman of the Commitiee 
on Military Affairs, who, by general consent, made 
the following report, which was adopted : 

The Committee on Military Atiairs, to wh m 
the resolutions of the 9th instant referred certain 
portions of the President’s Message, together wit! 
the report of the Secretary of War, except so muc 
of said report as was espec lally refe “red in said 

resolutions to other committees, upon ex: amination 
of said report, find certain subjects therein not 
especially referred to other than the Commitice 01 
Military Affairs, and which, in the opinion of t 

committee, more appropr iately be long to other 
committees. They therefore recommend the adop- 
tion of the following resolutions : ; 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Af. 
fairs be disch: urged from the further consideration 
of so much of the report of the Secretary of War 
as relates to the Chief of the corps of Topogray! 
cal Engineers and the report of that officer; aiso,89 
much thereof as relates to the harbors of the lakes, 
removing obstructions in rivers, improve ments 
expenditures thereon, together with the estims 
for appropriations for the same for the ensuing fs s- 
eal year; and that the same be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

2. That the Committee on Military Affairs be 
discharged from the further consideration of ” 
much of said report of the Secretary of War as 
relates to the Pension Office, and the recomm« nda- 
tion that the law establishing the same (see! Ue 
expire) should be continued; ‘and that the same be 
referred to the Committee on Rev olutionary Pen 


NT was entitled to 


) 


| sions. 


3. That the Committee on Military Affairs be 





ration 
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rrapiil- 
iis 9,80 
Jakes, 
iis and 
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ing fis- 
e Com- 


fairs be 
} of 8° 
Var a3 
met nda- 
soon 
same He 


ry Pen- 
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“State 
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discharged from the further consideration of so 

wach of the report of the Secretary of War as re- 
= - to the organization of the militia; and that 
a ‘ame be referred to the Committee on the Mi- 


———e panera = 


ua. ° eye 7s 
. 4. That the Committee on Military Affairs be 


jjscharged from the further consideration of so 
discharg é ¢ 

much of the report of the Secretary of War as re- 
lates to the mineral lands, as proposes a substitu- 
Hon of some other bureau to which the manace- 
vent of the mineral lands shovld be committed, 
oad of the-Ordnance Department; and that the 
anal be referred to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

NATURALIZATION LAWS. 


Mr. WASHINGTON HUNT took the floor, 
and was about to address the House, when 

Mr. WENTWORTH rose, and said he desired 
to make a personal appeal to his friend from New 
York, (Mr. Hunr,] to give way, whilst he (Mr. 
W.) moved to suspend the rules, for the reception 
of notices of bills, resolutions, and bills on their 
corond reading. He did not wish to interrupt the 
debate, but only to throw business before the com- 
mittees Whilst the House was talking. He thought | 
nublic business would be facilitated thereby, and 
ot injustice be done to those who wished to speak 
upon the pending question, 

Mr. HUNT gave way, and the rules were sus- 
nended. 
" Mr. MOULTON presented a resolution and re- 
port of the Legislature of the State of New Hamp- 
shire on the subject of the trial, conviction, and | 
imprisonment of Thomas W. Dorr, of Rhode 
island. Laid on the table and ordered to be 
printed 


NOTICES OF BILLS. 


The following notices were given of motions 
heseafter to be made for leave to introduce bills, 
viz: 

By Mr. J. A. ROCKWELL: A bill for an act 
to grant an additional section in each township of 
the public lands of the United States in aid of 
common schools. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL, of New York: A bill to || 
establish a warehousing system. 

A bill to regulate and define the powers, duties, 
and compensation, of the consuls of the United | 
States, | 

By Mr. BRODHEAD: A bill relative to ton- 
nage duties, &c., on canal boats. 

A billto provide for the establishment of national 
foundries. 

By Mr. HUBARD, of Virginia: A bill author- 
izing the issue of scrip in exchange for military 
land bounty warrants. : : 

by Mr. DROMGOOLE: A bill amendatory of 
the act entitled * An act to provide for liquidating 
and paying certain claims of the State of Virginia,” 
approved the 5th July, 1832. ' 

By Mr. J. A. BLACK: A bill to regulate the 
pay of the Army, and for other purposes. 

sy Mr. GENTRY: A bill providing for a sur- 
vey to ascertain the proper location and cost of 
constructing a railroad from Chattanooga to Nash- 
vile, in ‘Tennessee. 


RESOLUTIONS. 
Mr. DILLINGHAM moved the following reso- 


suuOn: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary | 
e instracted to inquire into the expediency of | 
providing by law for removing the place for hold- 
ng the District and Circuit Courts of the United | 

ates in tthe State of Vermont, from Rutland and | 
Vindsor, to Burlington and Chelsea, in said State. 


This -reanlnas . 
This resolution was laid over under the rule for 
evate, 


Mr. SEAM AN moved the following resolution: 
Resolved, hat 5,000 copies of Fremont’s report 
* printed for the new members of this House. 


This resolution was laid over under the rule for 
edate, 


On motion of Mr. HUNT, of New York, 
resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be | 
an to inquire into the expediency of making 
L. “ppropriation for the purpose of connecting 
“4Kes Ontario and Erie by means of a ship-canal 
‘round the Falls of Niagara, on one of the routes | 
surveye oo . Fa: 

3 eyed by Captain Williams, under the author- || 
'Y of Congress, in 1835. 1 


On mouon of Mr. WHEATON, it was 

Resolved, ‘Tinat the Committee on Encrossed 
Bills be now appointed. 

Mr. SYKES moved the following reso ution: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be di- 
rected to procure the engraving as soon as poesi- 
ble of 16,135 copies of the map accompanying the 
documents transmitted with the Annual Messave 
of the President of the United States at this ses- 
sion. 

This resolution was referred to the Comunittee 
on Engraving. 

Mr. POLLOCK offered the followine resolu- 
tion: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military At- 
fairs be instructed to inquire into the expediency 
and propriety of establishing a National Moundry 
at or near the confluence o# the north and west 
ranches of the Susquehanna river, in Pennsylva- 
nia, and report thereon as early as practicable. 

This resoluuon was laid over under the rule for 


| debate. 


Mr. McILVAINE moved a resolution as fol- 
lows: 

Resolved, That when this House adjourns, it ad- 
journ to meet on Monday at twelve o’clock, for the 


| purpose of enabling members to witness the exhi- 


bition by Mr. Taylor of the use of his diving-bell 
and cut-water, which 1s to take place at the navy 
yard to-morrow at twelve o’clock. 

The latter part of the resolution was objected to 
by several members, when it was modified by the 
mover by striking out all after the words ** at tweive 
o’clock,’’ in the second line; and,as modified, it was 


| arrced to. 


Mr. STROHM moved the following preamble 
and resolution: 

Whereas, by an act of Congress, approved July 
3, 1827, there was cranted to the State of Ohio, in 
trust, a quantity of land equal to forty-nine sec- 
tions, to aid the Columbus and Sandusky Turn- 
pike Company in the construction of a road, upon 
condition that no toll should be eollected on any 
mail stave, nor on any troops or property of the 
United States passing over said road; and whereas 


| it is represented that said road is now in such 
| a state of repair that it cannot be travelled: there- 
fore, 


Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and Ca- 


| nals be instructed to inquire how the trust-fund 
| aforesaid has been used and applied by the State 
of Ohio; what is the condition as to the repair and 
| otherwise of the said road; and what causes have 


produced the results before alluded to. 
The resolution was agreed to. 


On motion of Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL, it was 
1. Resolved, That it be referred to the Committee 


| on the Judiciary to consider and report whether it 
| would be expedient to relieve the Judges of the 
| Supreme Court of the United States from holding 
| circuit courts; to confer upon the Judges of the 
| district courts entire circuit court jurisdiction; to 


provide for holding two terms annually by the Su- 


| preme Court; and for reducing, prospectively, the 


number of the Judges of that Court. 
9. Resolved, ‘That it be referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary to consider the expediency of re- 


| porting, at an early day, a bill for settling the title 
to the ** Pea Patch Island,’’ in the river Delaware. 


On motion of Mr. JOSEPH JOHNSON, 
Resolved, Vhat the bill reported to the 27th Con- 


| gress, entitled a bill to extend the provisions of the 


act entitled ‘* An act supplementary to the act for 
the relief of certain surviving officers and soldiers 
of the Revolution,” approved the 7th June, 1832, 
be referred to a select committee. [This is a bill 
which grants pensions to old Indian fighters. ] 

On motion of Mr. LEAKE, 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads inquire into the expediency of es- 


| tablishing a post route from Pedlar Mills, in the 
| county of Amherst, Virginia, by the Buffalo 


Springs and White Gap, to the town of Fairfield, 


| in the country of Rockbridge. 


On motion of Mr. REID, 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary 


| be instructed to inquire into the expediency of re- 


pealing so much of the second section of the act 
passed at the 2d session of the 27th Congress, en- 
titled ** An act for the apportionment of Represen- 


| § tatives among the several States according to the 
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* sixth Census,’’ as requires the election of members 
of Congress to be made by districts. 

On motion of Mr. BIGGS, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be 
instructed to inquire into the propriety of connect- 
ing the waters of the Albemarle sound with the 
Auiantic ocean, at Nag’s Head. 

On motion of Mr. GRAHAM, 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Past Office 
and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the 
expediency ofestablishing a mail route from Maria, 
up Crooke d creek, to Elendersonville, in North 
Carolina. 

On motion of Mr. J. A. BLACK, 

Resolved, ‘That the Committee on the Militia be 
instructed to inquire into the propriety of organ- 
Zine, arming, and equipyynge one Company in each 
regiment of militia of the United States, forming 
the same into State le ions, and to provide for call- 
ine them into the service of the United States in time 
of war; and that the y report by bill or otherwise. 

Mr. A.D. SEMS moved the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be 
instructed to inquire and report as to the expedi- 
ency of erecting two heht houses, to wit: one on 
South Island, on the southern edge of Winyaw 
entrance; and one at Blythe’s or Waite’s point, at 
the contluence of Sampit with Winyaw bay, South 
Carolina: and also, as to the « x pe diency of caus- 
ing a survey to be made of the bar at Winyaw en- 
trance and of the waters of Winyaw bay. 

Mr. LLAMLIN moved to amend the resolution, 
by adding another resolution, viz : 

Resolved, Tivat said committee be further directed 
to inquire into the exye diency of ere cung a lirht- 
house at Gilkey’s harbor, Maine. 

Mr. SIMS accepted Mr. Hamiin’s amendment, 
and made it part of his resolution; and, as thus 
modified, the resolution was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. LUMPKIN, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs 
he instructed to inquire into the expediency of ese 
tablishine two national foundries, one in Cass 
county, In the State of Georgia, and the other in 
Northampton county, in the State of Pennsyl- 
vania. 

On motion of Mr. STEPHENS, 

——— That the Committee on Revolutionary 
Pensions be instrueted to report a bill extending 
the provisions of the pension act of 1832 to all the 
surviving soldiers of the war of the Revolution 
who rendered as much as three months’ service 
in said war. 

On motion of Mr. THOMASSON, 

Resolved, ‘That the Committee on Revolutionary 
Pensions inquire into the expediency and proprie- 
ty of allowing compensation to disbursing pen- 
sion agents; and that they report by bill or other- 
wise. 

On motion of Mr. GARRETT DAVIS, it was 

Resolved, That the Secret ry of the Navy report 
to this House when agents for the inspection, 
test, and purchase of American water-rotted hemp 
were appointed for the States of Kentucky and 
Missouri, respectively; what has been the annual 
cost and expenses of each agency, under specific 
heads; also, what quantity of hemp has been an- 
nually inspected, what quantity tested, and what 
quantity purchased at each agency; also, the value 
of the hemp so inspected, tested, and purchased 
during each year. 

Mr. TIBBATTS, in pursuance of notice here- 
tofore given, obtained leave and introduced a bill 
providing a similar compensation for the officers 
and soldiers who served in the Indian war prior te 
the treaty of Greenville, in 1795, as is now au- 
thorized hy law to be paid to officers and soldiers 
of the re volutionary war. 

The bill was read twice, and referred to the 
Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

On motion of Mr. McHENRY, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Pensions be 
instructed to inquire into the propriety of extend- 
ing the pension laws so as to inelude the surviv- 
ing officers and soldiers of the Indian wars. 


SUPERINTENDENT OF FOLDING-ROOM. 

Mr. GEO. W. JONES submitted the following 
resolution: 

Resolved, That hereafter the superintendent and 


assistant of the folding-room shall be elected by 
this House. 
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At the same time that Mr. Jones moved the 
resolution, he also moved the previous question. 

Mr. HENLEY rose to a question of order. 
Could the previous question be moved on a reso- 


lution or proposition before it had been read, or 





4 the question thereon stated to the House? 

; The CHAIR said it could; that such had been 
the practice for se veral years past. 
as: My. ROBERT SMITEL moved that the resolu- 
: j tion be laid on the table. Negatived. 

4 ‘The previous question wes then seconded by a 
5 majority of the members present; and was put, 


and pa sed in the aflirmative. 
' And so the main question, that is, to agree to 
the resolution, was ordered to be now put. 

Mr. PRESTON KING moved that the resolu- 
tion do lie on the table, and asked the yeas and 


nays on the question. ‘They were refused; 
when— 
Mr. KING withdrew his motion. 
The veas and nays on the adoption of the reso- 
; lution were then called for, and refused by the 
House. 
And the question was put to agree to the resolu- 
4 tion, and passed im the affirmative. 


And so the superintendent and assistant of the 
folding-reom are hereafler to be elected thie 
House. 

Mr. HENLEY moved that the ITouse recon- 
sider the vote adopting the re 
House refused to consider. 

Mr. CULLOM moved the following resolution: 

Resolved, ‘Vhat the Mileave be 
instructed to inquire what amendment may be 
made, ifany, ia the law allowing mileage to mem- 
bers of Congress and delevates 


by 


solution; but the 


Committee on 


from ‘Lerritories, 
greater uniformity ; and also, 
what saving of public money can be etfoeted by 
such amendment. ‘That they also inquire whether 
it has been the practice of members of Congress 
and delevates from ‘Territories to claim and receive 
mileare under the existing law, when the Senate 
j and Flouse of tepresentatives 
i been convened by the } 
dent of the United St 


£0 as to produce 


or the Senate have 
woclamation of the Presi- 
, so as that such ealled 


iit 


session is made to conunence at the termination of 


a rerular session, the id members of Congress 
and delegates having clanned mileage at the reru- 
sty lar session; and that, if such practice 1s found to 
A exist, What change in the law 1s neces sfry Lo pre- 
: vent such practice in future. 
4 , This resolution was laid over under the rule, for 


debate. 
CHAPLAIN. 


Mr. COCKE moved a resolution thet, imme- 
diately after the expiration of the hour allowed by 
the vote of this mornme for 


- 


. ' 
notices, the 


, and House would 
: proceed to the election of a « haplain to Coneress, 
on us part, for the pre 

Mr. C,. also moved the previous question, so as 
to cut off debate. 

Several members objected to the terms of the 
resolution, when it underwent several modifica- 
tions: and, finally, on motion of Mr. RATHBUN, 
it was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. GENTRY, in pursuance of notice hereto- 
fore given, asked and obtained leave and intro- 
duced a bill to amend an act approved February 
94, 1843, entitled ‘An act to amend an act for the 
relief of George Mayfield,”’ approved July 7, 1842. 
The bill was read twice, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Private Land Claims. 

CHAPLAIN, AGAIN. 

Mr. ANDREW JOHNSON moved the follow- 
ing resolution: 

‘Resolved by this House, That the ministers of the 
difierent churches of Gop be, and they are hereby, 
most respectfully invited and earnestly requested 


sa } 
resolutions, wills 


ent SCSSLON, 


{ to attend every morning and open the proceedings 
of Congress with sincere prayer to the Giver of all 


} gcood for a continuance of his benedictions upon 
this nation; and that it shall be done upon the 
terms as laid down in the Gospel of Jesus Christ, 
‘* without money and without price,’’ except such 
amounts as may be voluntarily contributed by the 
members of this House individually. 


Mr. J., for the purpose of avoiding debate, at 
the same time moved the previous question. 


‘: Before any proceeding was had, the resolution 
: ‘ was, on motion of Mr. ROCKWELL, of Con- 
ae its necticut, laid on the table, 
ae) 4 
eid | 
ie 


the introduction of 








On motion of Mr. CROZIER, 

Resolved, ‘That the Committee on Commerce be, 
and it is hereby, instrueted to inquire into the ex- 
pediency of making an appropriation for the im- 
provement of the ‘Tennessee river. 

Here the hour, allowed by the vote suspending 
the rules, expired: when another motion was made 
by Mr. WENTWORTH that the rules be further 
suspended until all the States and Territories shall 
have been called. ‘This was agreed to by a vote 
of two-thirds. 


NOTICES OF BILLS. 
The following notices of motions for leave here- 


after to introduce bills were given, viz: 

By Mr. CARTHCART: A bill granting the 
nicht of pre-emption to the settlers upon the Miami 

teservation im Indiana. 

3y Mr. KENNEDY: A bill to attach to the Fort 
Wayne land district certain tracts of land lying 
within the limits of that district which are not 
now attached to any land district. 

By Mr. ROBERTS: A bill in reevard to the rail- 
road Jeading from Jackson, through Brandon, to 
the western boundary of the State of Alabama, 
and for other purposes. 

By Mr. MeCLERNAND: A bill to establish an 
armory and foundry at Fort Massaic, on the Ohio 
river. 

By Mr. FICKLIN: A bill for the continuation 
of the Cumberland road in the States of Ohio, In- 
diana, and Illinois. 

A bill to grant to the States of Indiana and Ili- 
nois certain lands for the improvement of the Wa- 
bash river, and to open a communication between 
Lake Erte and the Gulf of Mexico. 

A bill to crant a tract of land to each actual set- 
tler thereon, under certain conditions. 

By Mr. JAMES B. HUNT: A bill to apply cer- 
tain alternate sections of the publie domain to- 
wards the conipletion of works of internal im- 
provement in the State of Michigan, and for other 
purpose 8. 

\ bill to chance 
school lands. 

By Mr. CHIPMAN: A bill to divide the State 
of Michigan into two United States judicial dis- 
tricts, and for the organization of courts therein. 

A bill to amend the several laws organizing the 
various courts of the United States, and defining 
their jurisdiction, so as to limit that jurisdiction to 
cases arising under the Constitution and laws of 
the United States, without distinction arising from 
the residence or character of the parties litigant. 

By Mr. DARRAGH: A bill authorizing the 
payment of the salary which has accrued to the 
circuit judge for the district o? Pennsylvania and 
New Jersey to the judges of the district court of 
the United States for the eastern and western dis- 
tricts of Pennsylvania, who have been discharging 
the duties of circuit judges since the death of Jus- 
tice Baldw in. 

By Mr. RATHBUN: A bill to regulate the cir- 
cult and district courts of the northern district of 
New York. 

By Mr. CALEB B. SMITH: A bill to provide 
for the completion of the Cumberland road in the 
State of Indiana, and the surrender of the same to 
the State. 

By Mr. McGAUGHEY: A bill to confirm to 
the State of Indiana certain lands for the construc- 
tion of the Wabash and Erie Canal, and for other 
purposes. ‘ 

By Mr. McCLELLAND: A bill for the relief 
of Jeremiah Moors, and a bill for the relief of 
Charles McKenzie. 

By Mr. DODGE: A bill granting to the Terri- 
tory or future State of Iowa a quantity of land to 
aid in the improvement of the Des Moines river. 


On motion of Mr. HARPER, 


the mode of selecting certain 


instructed to inquire into the expediency of making 
an appropriation to improve the navigation of the 
Ohio river above the falls to the city of Pittsburg. 
On motion of Mr. McDOWELL, it was 
Resolved, That the President of the United States 
be requested to communicate to this House (if in 
his opinion not incompatible with the public inter- 
est) all the information in his possession touching 
the forcible seizure by British officers of a vessel 
belonging to American citizens on the coast of Af- 


rica, and a schooner belonging to citizens of the 
Government of Liberia. 
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Dee. 


Mr. SAWYER moved the fdllowing 


tion: 





Resolved, That the Committee on the Judi 


be, and are hereby, instructed to r port 
House as early as practicable, a bill reoulat; 
appointment of clerks, messengers, auditors 


employed in the Departments of State, 'T 









rt 
: 


reso) 


19, 


l- 


ry 
iry 


to th 


ivy 


»& 


. S : ury, 
War, and Navy, so as to require the said clerk 
&c., to be chosen from the different States, T,, 


tories, and District of Columbia, in m 


roport 


their representation in Congress, and their tery, 


office not to exceed eight years, and therea 
be ineligible to office under the General (, 


ment for two years, and to inquire into th 
priety of limiting the term of service of al] of 


of the civil list. 
This resolution was laid over under the ry 
debate. 


On motion of Mr. ST. JOHN, 
Resolved, That the Committee on Comm 


1 ° 


ree be 


| requested to inquire into the expenditure of 
appropriation made for the improvement of ; 


harbors on the Lakes by the act of June 1), 
how much has been expended on each hari, 
amount paid to each agent, engineer, and 


In44- 


cler 


the time when each work was actually commener: 


the balance remaining unexpended on the | 
of November last; whether any and what ; 
and clerks shall receive compensation, ani 


much; and how many topegraphical or other 


ernment engineers were employed on these | 
improvements during the last eighteen mount 


BLUE BOOK. 


at 


t s 


1 hoy 
(roy- 


Mr. PERRILL moved the following joint reso- 


lution: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Represente 


tives cf the United States of America in Cong: 
sembled, That, in preparing the Biennial Ri 
published by direction of the joint reso! 
passed on the 27th of April, 1816, and 14th 
1832, there shall be exhibited, in addition 
various items of information now required 
given, the time when each officer, agent, cler 


t s- 
vieter 
utions 
| 
i 7 


K, 


det, and midshipman, was first appointed, and 1 


State or country in which he last resided 
thereto. 


This joint resolution was read the first and see- 


ond time, and ordered to be engrossed, an 
the third time to-morrow. 


TEXAS. 


1 
ait 


Mr. GIDDINGS submitted sundry resolutions, 


viz: 


Resolved, That prior to the adoption of the Fe. 
| eral Constitution, each of the several States 


posing this Union possessed exclusive juris’ 
over the imstitution of slavery within its ow 
rttory, with power to continue or abolish 


| pleasure. 


That, by adopting the Federal Constituti 


cal 
lic u 
n ie! 
if 


' 
It as 


yn, ho 


portion of the powers aforesaid were delegated | 


the Federal Government. 
That the existence, maintenance, and c 
uance of slavery, must depend exclusively up 


onun- 


on the 


power and authority of the States in whuch i's 
situated. 

That the Federal Government, possessing 
powers except those delegated by the sevei 
States, is clearly destitute of all authority to © 
| tablish, support, extend, or perpetuate slavery. 


That all attempts of the Executive and of Con- 


gress to associate a foreign slaveholding pe 
making and administering the laws of this ! 


are in palpable violation of the Constitution, | 
structive to the interests and the honor of the tie 


States, and subversive of those fundamenta 


_ ciples on which this Government was found 
That the admission of Texas into this Union 
a slave State, allowing to each holder of 


Resolved, T' he C ; c || Texian slaves a political influence 1 
esolved, Lhat the Committee on Commerce be || terest’ and the honor of the people of the Nortl- 


over t 


| ern section of the Union equal to four of t) 


zens of our free States, will constitute an 0 


wie in 
aon, 


yn, de- 
] prin- 
ed. 

he in- 


1¢ cil 
utré ce 


upon the rights and the honor of those States, W" 


equalled in the history of civilized Governm 
That no act of the Federal Government ¢ 


|| pose any obligation whatever upon the free 
exas upon terms so unequal a’ 


to unite with 


ents. 
un im 


states 


unjust, and so payee opposed to their const 


tional rights, and subversive of their re 
powers. 
That a voluntary surrender by the free 


of their interests, their political rights, an‘ 


; 
serves 


States 


j their 
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sacred honcr, to the keeping of foreign slavehold- 
ers, would prove them unworthy of the trust re- 
‘osed in them by their revolutionary ancestors, 
These resoluuons were ordered to he on the 
tal le. 

On motion of Mr. MORSE, : 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary 
he instructed to inquire into the propriety of al- 
towing the district attorney of Louisiana the sal- 
ary given to both officers, the western district court 
having been abolished, and the district attorney 
of the eastern district being required to discharge 
che duties in both districts; and report by bill or 
otherwise. 

Mr. PETTIT submitted the following resolu- 
uons: j ‘ 

|. Resolved, That Congress have no fostering 
care over any subject except such as they have 
»ower to legislate upon. 

' 9. Resolved, That Congress have no power to 
legislate upon the subject of religion. 

3. Resolved, therefore, That Congress have no 
fostering care over religion, nor power to appro- 
priate money for religious purposes, 

' These resolutions were laid over under the rule, 
for debate. 

On motion of Mr. THOMAS SMITH, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary 
Pensions be instructed to inquire into the expedi- 
ency of reporting a bill to this House providing 
for placing on the pension roll indigent soldiers of 
the late war (war of 1812) who may have served 
for the term of six months in the regular, militia, 
or volunteer service. 

On motion of Mr. CALEB B. SMITH, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary 
Peusions be instructed to inquire into the expedi- 
ency of providing by law that in all cases of the 
death of any person whose name is on the pension 
roll of the United States, any arrearages of pension 
due to such person at the time of his or her death 
shall be paid to the administrator of such deceased 
pe nsioner. 

On motion of Mr. JACOB THOMPSON, 

Resolved, That the President of the United States 
be requested to cause to be communicated to this 
House all the information on the files and records 
of the several deparments touching and relating to 
the claims of Chickasaw Indians who applied 
through the Chickasaw agent for lands in pursuance 
of the provisions of the Chickasaw treaty, made at 
Washington in the year 1834, since the date of the 
removal of said tribe west of the Mississippi river; 
the number of claimants; the lands requisite to 
satisfy their demands; the number rejected and 
the number approved; and the names of the as- 
signees of those Indians who obtained lands; and 
he action, if any, had by the department in refer- 
ence to those lands which had been previously sold 
it the land office at Pontotoc, and afterwards con- 
tirmed to individual reservees. 

Mr. JACOB THOMPSON, in pursuance of no- 
tice heretofore given, obtained leave and introduced 
a bill to legalize certain sales of land at the Choc- 
ciuma and Columbus land offices, in the State of 
Mississippi; which was twice read, and referred to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

On motion of Mr. JEFFERSON DAVIS, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of con- 
verling a portion of the forts of the United States 
into schools for military instruction, on the basis 


of substituting their ponent garrisons of enlisted 
men by detachments fa 


tion in the Congress of the United States. 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the 
expetiency of establishing a direct daily mail route 
ion Montgomery, Alabama, to Jackson, Missis- 

n motion of Mr. ADAMS, of Mississippi, 
Resolved, That the Committea on the Post Office 
and Post Roads be required to inquire into the ex- 
pediency of establishing a mail route from Mobile, 
Alabama, to J ackson, M ississippi. 

On motion of Mr. KING, of Georgia, 
wih That the Committee on the Post Office 
expedier ‘oads be instructed to inquire into the 
aaa - of pes by law for the daily trans- 
ane the United States mail by sea, in steam- 

*, between the cities of Savannah and Charlegton. 


by deta rnished from each State of , 
our Union, in the ratio of their several representa- 
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2. Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs be dire eted lo Inquire into the expediency of 
improving the naval anchorage near Fort Pulaski, 
inthe harbor of Savannah, Georgia, and of making 
the necessary appropriations therefor, ™ 

On motion of Mr. HENLEY, 

Resolved, ‘That the Committee on Commerce be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of con- 
structing a canal around the falls of the Ohio river 
at Jefiersonville, lidiana. 

SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION, 

Mr. OWEN, in pursuance of notice given, in- 
troduced a bill to establish the Smithsonian Institu- 
tion for the increase and diffusion of knowledse 
among men. Referred, on his motion, to a select 
committee of seven. 

Mr. WENTWORTH, in pursuance of notice 
heretofore given, introduced a bill to establish the 
collection district of Chicago; which was read 
twice, and referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, 

OREGON. 

Mr. DOUGLASS, from the Comiunittee on the 
Territories, on leave, reported a bill to protect the 
rights of American settlers in the Territory of 
Oregon, until the termination of the joint oceu- 
pancy of the same. : 

The bill was read twice, and committed to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
and made the special order of the day for the 
first Tuesday in January, and to contmue to be 
the special order from day to day until disposed 
of. . 

On motion of Mr. DOUGLASS, 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads be instructed to Inquire into the 
expediency of establishing a mail route from Quin- 
ey, Illinois, to St. Joseph’s, in the State of Mis- 
sourl. 


Mr. HOGE, in pursuance of notice heretofore 
given, obtained leave and introduced a bill to direct 
the President of the United States to sell the re- 
served mineral lands in the State of Illinois and 
: seal cee oes ; 

Territories of Wisconsin and lowa, supposed to 
contain lead mines; which was read twice, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Public Lands. 


On motion of Mr. HOGE, it was 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be 
requested to lay before this House a statement 
showing the amount expended annually for the 
printing of the two Houses of Congress from the 


first to the last Congress, inclusive, giving the ex- 
penditures of each House in separate colunins; also, 


a statement of expenditure for folding and binding 
for both Houses, in separate columns, for the same 
period, 

Mr. McCLERNAND, from the Committee on 
the Public Lands, reported the following resolu- 
tion; which was read and adopted : 

Resolved, That 10,000 copies of the report of the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office be print- 
ed. 

Mr. McCLERNAND, on leave, introduced a 
bill, (title not heard,) which was twice read and 
referred to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Mr. BAKER moved the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the joint resolution, No. 14, ap- 
proved March 3, 1845, directing the Secretary of 
the Treasufy, whenever any State shall have been 
or may be in default for the payment of interest or 
principal on investments in stocks or bonds, held 
by the United Siates in trust, to retain certain mo- 
neys to which such State is entitled, for purposes 
therein mentioned, shall not be so construed as to 
authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to with- 
hold any money belonging to ‘he school fund of 
any State, and granted by any ordinance or com- 
pact. 

This resolution was referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 


Mr. R. SMITH, of Illinois, on leave, introduced 
a bill giving to the State of Illinois the right of way 
through the public lands for a railroad in said 
State; which was twice read and referred to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 


On motion of Mr. R. SMITH, 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Public 
Lands be instructed to inquire into the justice and 
expediency of making liberal donations of lands to 
the officers and soldiers who served in the ranging 


| service against the Indians, on our Western fron- 


So 


tiers, to the close of the late war with Great Bri- 
tain, 

PRE-EMPTION TO ACTUAL SETTLERS. 

Mr. HOUSTON, in pursuance of notice hereto- 
fore given, obtained leave and introduced a bill to 
graduate and reduce the price of the public lands 
to actual setters, and to grant pre-emption rights; 
which was twice read and referred to the Com- 
nutitee en the Publie Lands. 


On motion of Mr. YANCEY, 

Resolred, That the Committee on Military Af 
fairs be instructed to inquire into the expedic ney 
of re ys aling so much of the 4th section of the act 
approved August 23d, 1842, as abolishes the office 
of one Lnspe ctor-General, and of restoring said of- 
fice and the officer discharged, the same as though 
said act had never been passed, 

OREGON. 
Mr. BOWLIN $ submitted sundry resolutions, 
Vis . 

1. Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Af- 
fuirs be mstructed to inquire into the expediency 
of employ: xv portion of the Home squadron 
within our ‘Yerritory of Oregon, in exploring the 
coast, rivers, harl ors, | Avs, and straits, and also 
for the protection of our extensive connnerce on 
the North Pacifie Qeean, 

2. Resolved, That the Committee on Military 
Aflairs be instructed to inquire into the expedir nev 
of establishing an exploring expedition by land to 
examine the various passes in the Rocky moun- 
tains and the Territories adjacent thereto, for the 
purpose of ascertaining the most practicable route 
for connecting the navigable waters of the Missis- 
sippi with those of the Oregon ‘Territory. 

3. Resoived, 'That the Committee on Military 
Affairs be instructed to inquire into the expediency 
of employing a portion of the troops of the United 
States as a pionecr corps to aid and protect emi- 
grants by land on their route to Oregon, 

4. Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs be instructed to inquire into the expediency 
of extending the laws regulating our Indian inter- 
course over the Territory of Oregon, with pro- 
vision for the gradual extincuishment of the Indian 
title to lands in that Territory upon principles of 
justice and equity, so as to avoid conflicts between 
settlers and the Indian tribes relative to their pos- 
sessions, and for the purpose of securing lasting 
peace and friendship between them. 

5. Resolved, ‘That the Committee on the Public 
Lands be instructed to inquire into the expediency 
of establishing a system of surveys in Oregon com- 
mensurate with the settlement by American eciti- 
zens, Similar to the system already established in 
other portions of the Territories of the United 
States, 

6. Resolved, That the Committee on the Militia 
he instructed to inquire into the expediency of or- 
ganizing the militia in the Territory of Oregon, 
and furnishing them with arms and ammunition, 
to enable them to defend themselves against the 
encroachments of the hostile Indians in that vi- 
cinity. 

7. Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Of- 
fice and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into 
the expediency of transporting a monthly mail to 
Oregon, by means of small detachments of other- 
wise unemployed soldiers, from Fort Leavenworth, 
so as to secure the mail facility at little additional 
cost to the Government, and preserve a line of 
military patrol along the route. 

These resolutions were laid over under the rule, 
for debate. 


On motion of Mr. RELFE, 

Resolved, That leave be granted to withdraw 
from the files of the House the papers of James 
Dixon. 

Mr. BOWLIN, on leave, presented a memorial, 
which he stated to be from the members of the 
Legislative Assembly of Oregon. He moved that 
it be committed (without reading) to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union, to 
which is committed the bill for the government of 
that Territory, and that it be printed. Agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. YELL, 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Public 
Lands be instructed to inquire into the propriety 
of relinquishing to the General Government the 
sixteenth section set apart for the use of common 
schools, and to locate a like quantity elsewhere in 
lieu thereof, when satisfactory proof is made be 
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Resolved, That the Secretary of the Trea sury he 
requested to communicate to this House the amount 
due to the Stat of Arkansas of the two per cent. 
fund, if any, and his reason for withholding the 
same: and whether said fund has been withheld 
from other States entitled to said fund. 

Mr. Y. also presented sundry memorials from 
the Levislature of the State of Arkansas, the na- 
ture of which was not stated. They were referred 
to appropriate committees, 

Mr. McCLELLAND, on notice heretofore giv- 
en, obtained leave and introduced a bill making an 
appropriation for the construction of a ship-canal 
around the Falls of St. Mary at the outlet of Lake 
Superior; which was twice read and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 


Mr. McCLELLAND, from the Committee on 
Commnierce, reported the following resolution : 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the ‘l're asury be 
reque sted to re port to this Flouseas soon as prac- 
ticable the compensation anc emoluments received, 
and the amount of fines, penalties, and forfeitures 
retained, by each of the the 
ports of Boston, Ne WwW York, Philadelphia, Dalti- 
more, Charleston, Savannah, and New Orleans, 
during the four years ending the 30th June, 1845. 

The resolution was read and agreed to. 

Mr. DODGE, on notice heretofore given, ob- 
tained leave and introduced a bill to define 
boundaries of the State of Lowa, and to repeal so 
much of the act of the 3d of March, 1845, as re- 
lates to the boundaries of said State ; which was 
read twice and referred to the Committee on the 
Territories. 


several collectors at 


the 


NAVIGATION OF ST. JOHN’ S RIVERTREATY 
OF WASHINGTON. 


Mr. HAMLIN moved the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States 
be requested to communicate to this Fouse copies 
of any correspondence, not in his opinion incom- 
patible with the public interest, which may have 
taken place between this Government and Great 
Britain within the last two years, in relation to the 
Washington Treaty, and particularly in relation to 
the free navigation of the river St. John and in 
relation to the disputed-territory fund named in 
said treaty; and also to communicate any inform- 
ation in his possession relating to said disputed- 
territory fund or the free navigation of the said river 
St. John. 

This resolution was read and adopted. 


APPORTIONMENT OF OFFICES—ROTATION, 
&e. 

Mr. WOODWORTH moved the following re- 
solution: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary 
be and are instructed to report to this House, as 
early as practicable, a bill regulating the appoint- 
ment of clerks, messengers, auditors, &c., employ- 
ed in the Departments of State, Treasury, W \ 
Navy, and Post Office, so as to require the said 
clerks, &c., to be chosen from the different States, 
Territories, and District of Columbia, in propor- 
tion to their ratio of population by the last census, 
and that their term of office be fixed for a period 
not exceeding four years; and to inquire into the 
propriety of limiting the term of service of all offi- 
cers of the civil list. 

Mr. WOODWORTH also moved the previous 
question, so as to preclude debate ; and, under the 
operation of the previous question, the resolution 
was adopted. 

On motion of Mr. SEABORN JONES, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of es- 
tablishing a national armory at Columbus, in Geor- 
gia. 

On motion of Mr. RATHBUN, the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary was discharged from the con- 
sideration of sundry memorials which had been 
referred to that committee in relation to Texas; and 
they were laid on the table. 


CHAPLAIN, AGAIN. 


A motion was made by Mr. HOUSTON, of 
Alabama, that the House reconsider the vote of 


ar, 


he postponed until Monday next. This 
was newatived., 

The motion to reconsider was then carried; and 
the question recurred on the adoption of the resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. BOYD moved to amend by adding, “ And 
‘that the House do also proceed to the election of 
‘a superintendent of the folding-room, in pursu- 
‘ance of a resolution this day adopted.”’ 

The SPEAKER said the amendment was not 
in order, as the previous question was pending 
when Mr. Cocker’s resolution was formerly before 
the House. 

Mr. COCKE (at the suggestion of several mem- 
further modified his resolution 
follows: 

Resolved, That immediately after the call 
resolutions from the several States and Territories 
shall have been completed, the House do proceed 
to the election of a Chaplain. 

‘The previous question was now seconded, and, 
under its operation, the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. NORRIS eave notice of a motion for leave 
to introduce a bill to repeal the second section of 
an act entitled * An aet for the apportionment of 
‘Representatives among the several States, ac- 
‘cording to the sixth census,’’ approved June 25, 
1842. 

Mr. BRODHEAD, on notice given to-day, ob- 
tained leave, and introduced a bill relative to ton- 
nave duties, &e., on canal boats; which was twice 
read, and 
merce, 


recon vice r 


r 
Tr 
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OREGON. 
Mr. WINTHROP submitted the following res- 


elutions: 

1. Resolved, That the differences between the 
United States and Great Britain, on the subject of 
the Oregon Territory, are still a subject for nego- 
tiation and compromise, and that satisfactory evi- 
dence has not yet been atforded that no compro- 
mise which the United States ought to accept can 
he ( flected, 

2. Resolved, That it would be a dishonor to the 
age in which we live, and in the highest degree 
discreditable to both the nations concerned, if they 
shall suffer themselves to be drawn into a war 
upon a question of no immediate or practical in- 
terest to either of them. 

3. Resolved, That if no other mode for the ami- 
cable adjustment of this question remains, it is due 
to the principles of civilization and christianity 
that a resort to arbitration should be had; and that 
this Gevernment cannot relieve itself from all re- 
sponsibility which may follow the failure to settle 
the controversy while this resort is still untried. 

4. Resolved, That arbitration does not necessa- 
rily involve a reference to crowned heads; and 
that, if a jealousy of such a reference is entertained 
in any quarter, a commission of able and dispas- 


sionate citizens, either from the two countries con- | 


cerned, or from the world at large, offers itself as 
an obvious and unobjectionable alternative. 

These resolutions were laid over under the rule, 
for debate. 


Mr. DOUGLASS moved the following resolu- | 


tions in relation to Oreron: 

1. Resolved, That the title to any part of the Or- 
egon Territory south of 54° 40' of north latitude 
is not open to compromise so as to surrender any 
part of said territory. 

2. Resolved, That the question of title to that 
territory should not be left to arbitration. 

These resolutions were also laid over under the 
rule, for debate. 


On motion of Mr. CUMMINS, 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office 


and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the | 


expediency of establishing a post route from New 


Philadelphia, in Tuscarawas county, Ohio, by way | 
of Rogersville, to Coshocton, in Coshocton coun- | 


ty, Ohio. 
FREMONT’S REPORT. 
Mr. PERRY moved the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the Clerk of the House cause to | 
be ponte upon the type now standing a sufficient | 


additional number of Fremont’s report to supply 


the members of the House who have taken their | 


to read as 


for | 


referred to the Committee on Com- | 
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debate. 
INDEPENDENT TREASURY. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE, from the Committee ne 
Ways and Means, on leave, reported a bill to pro. 
vide for the better organization of the treas, 
and for the collection, safekeeping, transfer, . $ 
disbursement of the public revenue; which bij y.. 
read twice, and conmmitted to the Committee of y), 
Whole on the state of the Union. . 

On motion of Mr. FRIES, 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Om», 
and Post Roads inquire into the expediency of ¢ 
tablishing a post route from Steubenville, Oj} 
via Knoxville, Mitchell’s Salt Works, Moor’s 
Salt Works, Craxton, and Salemville, to New Lie. 
bon, Ohio. 

On motion of Mr. LEWIS, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce }, 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of makin» 
an appropriation for the erection of a liht-house 
at the mouth of Cattaraugus creek, on Lake Erie. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Néw Hampshire, presen: 
ed resolutions of the Legislature of the State of 
New Hampshire in favor of a more extended pub- 
lication and distribution of the Decisions of th: 
Supreme Court of the United States. 

Mr. McCLERNAND, on leave, introduced 
bill to reduce and graduate the price of the pub! 
lands to actual settlers and cultivators. F 

It was referred to the Committee on the Pubii 
Lands. 

DRAWBACKS ON CANADA WHEAT, Ke, 

On motion of Mr. P. KING, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce by 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of extend 
ing the provisions of **an act allowing drawback 
‘upon foreign merchandise exported in the origi 
‘ packages to Chihuahua and Santa Fe, in Mexi 
‘and to the British North American Provinces ad- 
‘joining the United States’’ to wheat and othe: 
merchandise entered at interior ports, and export- 
ed from ports on the seaboard. 

Mr. G. S. HOUSTON introduced two bills, viz 

1. A bill to establish a permanent and pros 
tive pre-emption system in favor of actual setilers 
on the public lands. 

9, A bill to cede to the State of Alabama the 
public lands within the limits of that State for ts 
purposes of education. 

They were referred to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 


Mr. Wueaton and Mr. Kexnepy were a 
pointed of the Joint Committee on Enrolled bis 
on the part of the House. i 

Messrs. Joseru Jonnson, Roserrts, Grivre, 
Crozier, and Rosert Smitu, were appointed the 
Select Committee to inquire into the propriety °! 
extending the revolutionary pension laws to the 
‘¢ old Indian fighters.”’ 

Messrs. Owen, J. Q. Apams, Jenkins, Mansu, 
A. D. Sms, J. Davis, and Witmor, wert 
pointed the Select Committee on the Smithsonian 





Bequest and Institution. 


And the House adjourned until Monday, * 
twelve o’clock, M. 


PETITIONS. 


Petitions, Memorials, and Remonstrances wt 
referred, under the rule, as follows; 


By Mr. J. H. ANDERSON: The petition of Charles © 
Matthews and others. a 

By Mr. CHAPMAN of Maryland: The petition ol the = 
gal representatives of Sidney Bay, deceased, praying ne Oe 
payment of certain loan-office certificates. — 

The petition of the legal representative 
Ware, deceased, for the payment of a lost final- 
certificate. ae 

By Mr. SAWTEDLE: Remonstrance of D. Farnsw! . 
and 193 citizens of Norridgewock, State of Maine, 22%" 
the admission of Texas as asiave State. __ 

Remonstrance of Francis Allen and 71 citizens © 
field, State of Maine, for same object. 

By Mr. THOMPSON of Massachusetts: The ppm 
legal representatives of Richard Frothingham, decea 
praying for the payment of a certain note and balance. 

By Mr. HUDSON: Remonstrances of 196 inhabitants a 
Brookfield, of 55 of Hardwick, of 125 of Holden, of oe af 
Milford, of 79 of Paxton, of 301 of Uxbridge, and hte 
Millville, Massachusetts, against the admission of Te* 

a slave State. 
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The petition of Franklin Whitney, praying that he may 
© nerated for the loss sustained in consequence of an 
= a of the Commissioner of Patents, 5 ; 
or setition of Ebenezer Blake, a revolutionary soldier, 
1e ; : ; 
ar po nsation for losses sustained in the service of his 
or ¢ 7 
sountry. rw soe . : ‘ 
c P woe PRESTON KING: The petition of Orinda Cooper 
or a pension, ae . : 
i ‘the remonstrance and protest of citizens of Martinsburg, 
Lewis county against the admission of ‘Texas as a slave 
ews so7"3 
State, ° : . 
7 r motion, the papers of Job Hawkins were taken from 
the files and referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 
t! 
7enspons. . ‘ 
” \jso, the papers of John C, McLaughlin to the Committee 
of Clans, is , 5 
Aso, the petition and papers for the improvement of Sal- 
non river to the Committee on Commerce, — 
“Ajo, the petition and papers of Mrs, Lavinia York to the 
Committee of Claims, 





\Jso, the petition and papers of Lyon and Howard to the 


Committee of Claims, : : 

By Mr, HUDSON: The remonstrance of 124 inhabitants 
of Douglass, Massachusetts, against the admission of Texas 
as a slave State. ; : : 

The petition of Elias Carpenter for a revolutionary 
oe Mr. WM. W. CAMPBELL: The petition of Elizabeth 
Betis, praying for a pension. 

By Mr. RAMSEY: Petition of the legal representatives of 
Samuel Mifflin, deceased, for the payment of a loan, &e, 

ty Mr. J. A. ROCKWELL: The petition of Mrs. Rodol- 
phine Claxton, praying for the extension of an “ act renew- 
ing certain naval pensions for the term of five years.”’ 

Also, a remonstrance of ill citizens of New London, 
Connecticut, against the admission to the Union of Texas 
as a State with a constitution which established and_per- 
petuated slavery and the slave trade. 

Also, the remonstrance of Benj. C. Phelps and 97 other 
citizens of Connecticut, to the same effect. 

Also, the petition and remonstrance of Edward P. Hay- 
ward and 59 other citizens of Connecticut, against the ad- 
mission of Texas as aslave State. 

ty Mr. JAMES B. HUNT: The remonstrance of 14 citi- 
gens of Oakland county, Michigan, against the admission of 
Texas with a constitution which establishes and perpetu- 
ates slavery and the @lave trade. 

By Mr. DELANO: The remonstrance of 106 electors of 
Licking county, Ohio, against the admission of Texas into 
the Union as a slave State. 

By CALEB B. SMITH: The petition of R. A. Clements, 
administrator of J. N. Mullican, praying compensation for 
work done on the national road, in the State of Indiana, 
with accompanying papers. 

Also, the petition of Jesse Johnson, praying that money 
paid by him to the Register of the Land Office at Crawfords- 
ville may be refunded. 

By Mr. HOLMES, of South Carolina: The petition of 
Edward Fitzgerald, purser in the United States navy. 

Ry Mr. TIBBATTS: The petition of Enoch Dobbins, 
praying for a pension in consequence of injuries received in 
ihe service of the United States as a subaltern officer of 
the Kentucky militia during the late war with Great 
Britain. 

By Mr. ABBOTT: The petition of Benjamin Balch, of 
Massachusetts, and his associates, praying for an incorpo- 
ration of a National Life Insurance Gpmpany, to be located 
in the District of Columbia, 

Ry Mr. WENTWORTH: The petition of William Ladd 
and sundry other citizens of Lake and McHenry counties, 
Illinois, for a mail route from Littlefort, via Franklin, Ango- 
la, and Solon, in Illinois, to Big Foot, Wisconsin. 

By Mr. MORSE: The memorial of Elizabeth H. Dixon, 
widow of William Dixon, praying for the confirmation of 
her claim to a tract of land. 

By Mr. J. G CHAPMAN: The memorial of Thomas 
Crown, asking payment for a breach of contract for Jabor 
and services made with the Engineer Department of Gov- 
ernment. 

By Mr, BAYLY: The petition of Commodore Thomas 
\p Catesby Jones, praying remuneration for services and a 
reimbursement of expenses incurred in holding intercourse 
with the chiefs of the Sandwich and other of the South 
Sea islands in the years 1826 and 1827, 

Also, the petition of the widow of John Stith, praying to 
be relieved from the fulfilment of a contract entered into 
between the said John Stith and the United States for the 
purchase of a tract of land in Northumberland county, Vir- 
ginia, 

Also, the petition of Thomas Underhill’s heirs, praying 
for remuneration for damages done to the farm and build- 
ings of the said Underhill by the ninth regiment of the Vir- 
gia troops in the continental service in the year 1776. 

Also, the petition of the administrator of Bolitha Laus, 
praving for the payment of damages sustained by the non- 
fulfilment of a contract on the part of the United States for 
bricks for the building of the fort at Old Point Comfort. 

BY Mr, EWING: The petition and documents of Jesse 
Biddle, a soldier of the last war, praying for a pension. 

By Mr. McCLELLAND: The memorial of Lewis Allen 
and other citizens of Detroit, in favor of the improvement 
of the Fox and Wisconsin rivers. 
of de ae PER: The petition of Edith Ramsay, widow 
hein ’ amsey, a revolutionary soldier, praying for the 

7 of the pension laws. 
ane ir. TIBBATTS : The petition of Mrs, Mary Wicks, 
de “essamine county, Kentucky, widow of William Wicks, 

‘ceased, praying that her claim to a pension during life 
may be made to commence on the Ist March, 1842. 
ef ABBOTT: The petition of Elisha Huntington 
eeene others, of William Schouler and 7 others, legal 
ditieen a) oe Bradley and 2,043 other women, all 
‘eae is of Lowell, in the State of Massachusetts, pro- 
a ce € against the admission of Texas into the Union with 
y ustitution which establishes and perpetuates slavery 
and the slave trade, ° ¥ 

By Mr. JACOB THOMPSON: The memorial of John 


Hutchinson, prayi me 
: i vad « on 2 
tract of land? te be allowed a pre-emption right to a 


By Mr. WOODWORTH: The remonstrance of Margaret 
A. Sebring and 8&6 other ladies of Dutchess and Orange 
counties, New York, and also of 76 of the clergy and laity 
of Dutchess and Orange counties, New York, against the 
admission of Texas as a slave State. 

By Mr. HOGE: The petition of Nicholas Dowling and 167 
others, citizens of the State of [linois, praying the passage 
of a law directing the sale of the reserved mineral lands 
belonging to the Government in the State of Illinois and 
Territories of fowa and Wisconsin, 

by Mr. MOULTON: Resolution and report of the Legis- 
lature of the State of New Hampshire, on the subject of the 
trial, conviction, and imprisonment of Thomas W. Dorr, of 
Rhode Island: lid on tie table and ordered to be printed. 

By Mr. RATHBUN: The petition of L. Sackett and seve 
ral hundred others, inhabitants of the counties of Oswego, 
Cayuga, and Wayne, New York, in favor of improving the 
harbor of Litthe Sodus bay, New York: referred to the Com 
mittee on Commerce. Also a certificate and memorial, 
signed by a large number of forwarders, ship-owners, and 
ship-masters, in favor of the improvement of the harbor at 
Little Sodus bay, New York: referred te the Committee on 
Commerce. Also a certificate signed by Capt. J, C. Pease, 
and 117 others, captains and commanders of vessels and 
steamboats on Lake Ontario, New York, in favor of the im- 
provement of the harbor of Little Sodus bay: referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, 

By Mr. YELL: A memorial from the Legislature of the 
State of Arkansas: 1. Praying Congress to so modify the 
compact with that State as to allow the sale of the seventy- 
two sections to be appl@d to the use of common schools. 
2. Also to allow the location of certain Spanish claims in 
said State. 3. Also a remonstrance against the establish 
ment of a national bank, a protective tariff, and against in- 
ternal improvements by the General Government, except for 


objects clearly national. 4. Also praying a change in the | 
| manner of the sale of the publie lands. 


Also remonstra- 
ting against the distribution of the proceeds of the sales of 
the public lands. 6. Also in reiation to mail routes in Ar- 
kansas. 

By Mr. CHASE: The petition of L. P. Chatham, of Nash- 
ville, Tennessee, praying compensation for losses sustained 
by him in consequence of the non-fulfilment of a contract 
made by the United States with him for the removal of the 
Cherokee Indians: referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 


IN SENATE. 
Monnay, December 22, 1845. 
Mr. LEWIS presented the credentials of Jonn 
C. Carnoun, elected a Senator from the State of 


South Carolina, until the 4th of March, 1847, be- « 


ing the unexpired term of Danie. S. Huger, re- 
signed. 

The credentials having been read, Mr. Catnoun 
was sworn and took his seat. 

Mr. WEPSTER presented the remonstance and 
petition of H. White and 437 others, citizens of 
Salem, Massachusetts, remonstratine against the 
admission of Texas into the Union as a slave 
State; which was laid on the table. 

Mr. WEBSTER also presented other remon- 
strances, similar in their import, from citizens of 
Pennsylvania ; which were laid on the table. 

Mr. MILLER presented the remonstrance of 
certain citizens of Pennsylvania against the admis- 
sion of Texas into the Union as a slave State; 
which was laid on the table. 

Mr. MILLER also presented a resolution of the 
General Assembly of New Jersey, recommending 
an appropriation for the removal of certain obstruc- 
tions to the navigation of Newark bay ; which was 
ordered to be printed and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

Mr. DICKINSON presented the memorial of 
Stephen May, praymg a reimbursement of the 
costs and expenses of a suit instituted against him 
by the United States, as a surety of a delinquent 
postmaster ; which was referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Mr. DICKINSON presented two remonstrances, 
one from certain citizens of Pennsylvania, and one 
from citizens of'New York, against the admission 
of Texas into the Union asa slave State; which 


were laid on the table. 


Mr. EVANS presented documents relating to 
the claim of John Clark, a soldier in the last war 
with Great Britain, asking a pension; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DAVIS presented remonstrances from citi- 
zens of New York against the admission of Texas 
into the Union as a slave State; which were laid on 
the table. 

Mr. BREESE presented the petition of Ann 
Mix, widow of Lieut. M. P. Mix, praying the 
purchase by the Government of a patent right ta- 


| ken out by her late husband for an invention of a 


hawser stopper on chain cables; which was refer- 
red to to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and af- 


| ter a fewy remarks from Mr. Breess, to the effect 


that the poverty of the petitioner prevented her 
from making use of the patent, was ordered to be 
printed 
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Mr. BREESE also presented the petition of Jo- 


seph MeIntosh, an officer of the Navy, asking 
compensation for services performed appertaining 
to ahigher grade of service; which was referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


Mr. DILX presented a remonstrance from citi- 


zens of Cayuga county, New York, against the 
admission of ‘Texas into the Union as a slave 
State: which was laid on the table. 


Mr. UPHAM presented a similar remonstrance 


from citizens of Vermont; which was laid on the 
table. 


Mr. STURGEON presented two remonstrances 


of similar import from citizens of Pennsylvania; 
which were laid on the table. 


Mr. FAIRFIELD presented the memorial of 


merchants, ship owners, and others, citizens of 
Saco, Maine, praying an appropriation for the re- 
pairing of the piers in the Saco river; which was 


referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


Mr. FAIRFIELD presented the memorial of 


commissioned officers attached to the late Explor- 


ing Expedition, praying to be allowed extra com- 
pensation for their services; which was referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. FAIRFIELD rose for the purpose of re- 
minding the Senate that he had some days since 
been appointed Chairman of the Select Committee 
to which had been referred the various petitions 
praying indemnifications for losses by French spo- 
liations prior to 1800. Ele had at the time stated 
a wish to be excused from serving on the commit- 
tee. Subsequently he had reflected more fully in 
relation to the position he oceupied as to these 
claims; and he now felt himself bound to ask the 
Senate to excuse him from serving as a member. 
He believed that he had no technical interest in 
these claims, but he had that kind of interest 
which might, in the view of the Senate, disqualify 
him for the position. Some weeks since, in econ- 
sequence of the death of a relation, his wife had 
become possessed of the title to a small portion of 
one of these claims. Ele would, therefore, after 
reading to the Senate the statute which related to 
the interest possessed by a husband in the property 
of his wife,’ask to be excused from serving on the 
committee. 

The motion was agreed to; and Mr. Faimrre.tp 
was accordingly excused, 

Mr. HUNTINGTON presented the memorials 
of C. HL. Selly, a seaman in the naval service of 
the United States during the late war, and of Wil- 
liam Penneyer, a revolutionary soldier, praying for 
pensions; Which were referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. DAYTON presented a remonstrance from 
certain citizens of New Jersey against the admis- 
sion of ‘Texas into the Union as a slave State; 
which was laid on the table. 

Mr. DAYTON also presented the memorial of 
Richard S. Coxe, of the city of Washington, pray- 
ing compensation for legal services as counsel for 
the Post Office Department, at the request of the 
Postmaster General; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 


ELECTION OF CHAPLAIN, 


Mr. HANNEGAN moved that the Senate do 
now proceed to the election of a Chaplain; and the 
question being put, the motion was decided in the 
negative. 

Mr. ATHERTON presented the petition of citi- 
zens of New Hampshire, asking that pensions be 
sranted to soldiers in the late war; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CASS presented the petition of Clara H. 
Pike, widow of Zebulon M. Pike, deceased, late an 
officer in the United States army, praying compen- 
sation for the services of her husband in exploring 
the Mississippi river and the southern part of the 
Territory of Louisiana, and another petition of 
Mrs. Pike praying the restoration of her name to 
the pension list; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CASS also presented the petition of Amos 
Holton, asking for the settlement of his accounts; 


| which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 


Mr. FAIRFIELD moved that the Senate pro- 
ceed to fill the vacancy caused by his resignation 
of the,situation as chairman of the Select Commit- 
tee on French Spoliations; and the motion being 
agreed to, 


“Mr. FAIRFIELD moved that the appointment 
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be made by the Chair; which motion being also 
agreed to, 

The CHAIR appointed Mr. Wessrer as chair- 
man of the Select Committee. 

Mr. BENTON presented the petition of John 
MeNeal, asking to be allowed arrears of pension; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GREENE presented the resolutions of the 
Lecislature of Rhode Island, recommending the 
distribution by the United States among the States 
of the reports of the decisions of the Supreme 
Court of the United States: which were referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. JENNESS presented similar resolutions 
passed by the Legislature of New Hampshire; 
which were referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

Mr. CORWIN presented six remonstrances 
against the admission of ‘Texas as a slave State; 
which were laid on the table. 

Mr. PENNYBACKER presente d the petition 


of J. F. Caldwell, praying indemnity for loss sus- 


tained by him in consequence of the alteration of 


his contract for carrying the mail; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

Mr. EVANS introduced, on leave, a bill for the 
relief of Joseph Mornson; which was read twice, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


ADMISSION OF TENAS. 


Mr. ASHLEY, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, reported the joint resolution from = the 


House of Representatives for the admission of 


‘Texas into the Union, without amendment, with 
a recommendation of its passage. 

Mr. ASHLEY said he was further instructed to 
move that the Senate proceed to the immediate 
consideration of the resolution. 

The motion havine been agreed to, 

The Senate proceeded, as in committee of the 
whole, to the consideration of the resolution; and 
no amendment havine been offered, the resolution 
was reported to the Senate without amendment, 

The question being on the third reading of the 
resolution: 

Mr. WEBSTER rose and addressed the Senate 
as follows: | am quite aware, Mr. President, that 
this resolution will pass. It has nassed the other 
House of Congress by a large majority, and it is 
quite well known that there ts a decided majority 
in this House also in favor of its passage. ‘There 
are members of this body, sir, who opposed the 
measures which came before Congress at its last 
session for the annexation of Texas, who, never- 
theless, will very probably feel themselves now, 1n 
consequence of the resolutions of last session, and 
in consequence of the proce edines of Texas upon 
those resolutions, bound to vote for her admission 
into the Union. I do not intend, Mr. President, 
to argue either of the questions which were dis- 
cussed here at the last session of Congress, and 
which have been so much discussed throughout 
the country within the last three years. Mr. Pre- 


sident, there is no citizen of this country who was | 


more kindly disposed towards the people ot Texas 


than myself’, from the time they achieved, in so very | 


extraordinary a manner, their independence from 
the Mexican Government. I have shown, | hope, 


in another place, and shall show in all situations, | 
and under all circumstances, a just and proper re- | 
gard for the people of that country; but, with re- | 
spect to its annexation to this Union, it is well | 


known that, from the first announcement of any 
such idea, I have felt it my duty steadily, um- 
formly, and zealously to oppose it. I have ex- 


pressed opinions and urged arguments against it | 
everywhere, and on all occasions on which the sub- | 
; I could not now, | 
if | were to go over the whole topic again, adduce | 


ject came under consideration. 


any new views or support old views, as far as I am 


aware, by any new arguments or illustrations. My | 


efforts have been constant and unwearied ; but, like 
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* stitution. 
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ous tendency and doubtful consequences to enlarge 


the boundaries of this Government, or the territo- | 
ries over which our laws are now established. | 


There must be some limit to the extent of our ter- 
ritory, if we would make our institutions perma- 
nent. And in this permanency lives the great sub- 
ject of all my political efforts, the paramount ob- 
ject of my political regard. ‘The it aiemeaie is 


very likely to be endangered, in my opinion, by a 
further enlargement of its already vast territorial | 


surface. 


In the next place, I have always wished that 


this country should exhibit to the nations of the 
earth the example of a great, rich, and powerful | 


Republic, which is not possessed by a spirit of 
aggrandizement. It is an example, I think, due 
from us to the world, in favor of the character of 
republican government. 


In the next place, sir, I have to say, that while | 


I hold, with as much integrity, I trust, and faith- 


fulness, as any citizen of this country, to all the | 
original arrangements and compromises In which | 


the Constitution under which we now live was 
adopted, | never could, and never can, persuade 
myself to be in favor of the admission of other 
States into the Union as slave States, with the in- 
equalities which were allowed and accorded to the 
slaveholding States then in existence by the Con- 
I do not think that the free States ever 
expected, or could expect, that they would be 
called on to admit further slave States having the 
advantages, the unequal advantages, arising to 


them from the mode of apportioning representation | 


under the existing Constitution. 


Sir, | have never made an effort, and never pro- 


pose to make an effort; T have never countenanced 
an effort, and never mean to countenance an effort, 


to disturb the arrangements as originally made, by | 
which the various States came into the Union ; but | 
1 cannot avoid considering it quite a different quese | 
tion, when a proposition is made to admit new | 


States, and that they be allowed to come in with 


the same advantages and inequalities which existed | 


in regard to the old. It may be said that, accord- 
ing to the provisions of the Constitution, new 
Siates are to be admitted upon the same footing 
as the old States. It may be so; but it does not 
follow at all from that provision that every territo- 
ry or portion of country may at pleasure establish 


slavery, and then say we will become a portion of | 
the Union, and will bring with us the principles | 
which we have thus adopted, and must be received | 


on the same footing as the old States. It will al- 
ways be a question whether the other States have 


not a right (and [ think they have the clearest | 
right) to require that the State coming into the 


Union should come in upon an equality; and if 
the existence of slavery be an impediment to 
coming in on an equality, then the State proposing 
to come in should . required to remove that ine- 
quality by abolishing slavery, or take the alterna- 
tive of being excluded. Now, | do suppose that 
I should be very safe in saying that if a proposition 
were made to introduce from the North or the 
Northwest territories into this Union, under cir- 


cumstances which would give them an equivalent | 
to that enjoyed by slave States—ad vantage and in- | 


equality, that is to say, over the South, such as this 
admission gives to the South over the North—I take 
it for granted that there is not a gentleman in this 
body from a slaveholding State that would listen 
for one moment to such a proposition. 
put my opposition, as well as on other grounds, on 
the political ground that it deranges the balance of 
the Constitution and creates inequality and unjust 
advantages against the North, and in favor of the 
slaveholding country of the South. I repeat, that 
if a proposition were now made for annexations 
from the North, and that proposition contained 
such a preference—such a manifest inequality as 
that now before us, no one could hope that any 
gentleman from the Southern States would hearken 
to it for a moment. 











I therefore | 
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| will very much doubt both the propriety and the 


justice of the present proceeding. IT cannot bys 
think that the time will come when all will | ; 


He CON-« 


| vinced that there is no reason, political or mora! 
| for increasing the circle of the States, increasin.” 


at the same time, the obvious inequality whi), 
does exist in the representation of the peopl 
Congress, by extending slavery and slave re} 
sentation. 

_ On looking at the proposition further, I find tha, 
it imposes restraints upon the Legislature of the 
State, as to the manner in which it shall proceed 
(in case of a desire to proceed at all) in order to 
the abolition of slavery. I have perused that part 
of the constitution of Texas, and, if I understand j: 
the Legislature is restrained from abolishing slaye. 
ry at any time, except on two conditions: one, t}, 
consent of every master; and the other, the pay- 
ment of compensation. Now, | think that a eo). 
stitution thus formed does tie up the hands of the 
Legislature, effectually, against any movemeny, 
under any state of circumstances, with a view t, 
abolish slavery; because, if anything is to be don: , 
it must be done within the State by general Jaw, 
and such a thing as the consent of every master; 
cannot be obtained; though I do not say that there 
may not be an inherent power in the people of 
Texas to alter the constitution, if they should |x 
inclined to relieve themselves hereafter from the 
restraint under which they labor. But I speak of 
the constitution now presented to us. 

Mr. President, I was not m the councils of the 
United States at the last session of Congress, and 
of course I had no opportunity to take part in uy 
debates upon this question; nor have I before been 
called upon to discharge a public trust in regard 
toit. I certainly did, asa privagg citizen, entertain 
a strong feeling that if Texas were to be brought 
into the Union at all, she was to be brought in by 
diplomatic arrangement, sanctioned by treaty; but 
it has been decided otherwise by both Houses of 
Congress: and, whatever my OWN Opinions may 
be, I know that many who coincided with me tee! 
themselves, nevertheless, bound by the decision of 
all branches of the Government. My own opii- 
ion and judgment have not been at all shaken by 
anything I have heard. And now, not having 
been a member of the Government, and having o/ 
course taken no official part in the measure, aud 
as it has now come to be completed, I hiave be- 
lieved that I should but discharge my own duty 
and fulfil the expectations of those who placed 1 
here, by giving this expression of their most de- 
cided, unequivoca®? and entirely unanimous dissent 
and protest; and stating, as 1 have now stated, the 
reasons which have impelled me to withhold my 
vote. 

1 agree with the unanimous opinion of the 
Legislature of Massachusetts; I agree with the 


In 


Te. 


| great mass of her people; I re-affirm what I have 


said and written in the Jast eight years, at various 
times, against this annexation. I here record my 
own dissent and opposition; and I here express 
and place on record, also, the dissent and protest 
of the State of Massachusetts. 

Mr. SEVIER moved that when the question 1s 
taken, it be taken by yeas and nays. 

Mr. BERRIEN then addressed the Senate as 
follows: 

Mr. Presipent: Before the vote is taken, I de- 
sire to make a few remarks in relation to this sub 
ject. When the joint resolution on which the 
Senate acted at the last session was under con- 


sideration, 1 expressed my opinions upon the 


question of the annexation of Texas to this Union, 
both as it related to the measure itself, and to the 
mode by which it was to be accomplished. While 
this subject was open and unencumbered by prev ° 
ous legislation, these were questions upon which 
each member of this body had not only the right, 
but was under the obligation to exercise his own 
coriscientious judgment. ee 
With reference to the mode by which it was 


those of others, they have failedof success. 1 will 
i. therefore, sir, in very few words, acting under the 

unanimous resolution and instructions of both 

branches of the Legislature of Massachusetts, as | 


It is not a subject that I mean to discuss at large. 
I am quite aware that there are in this chamber 
gentlemen representing free States, gentlemen from | 


the North and East, who have manifested a dispo- 


proposed to accomplish the measure, my judgment 
led me to the conviction, very clearly entertaine?, 
that it was not authorized by the Constitution o! 
the United States. This conviction I stated to 


1e 


ti well as in conformity to my own settled judgment | sition to add Texas to the Union asa slave State, | Senate, and presented in some detail the grounds 
and full conviction, recapitulate before the Senate | with the common inequality belonging to slave |! on which it rested. It was the pleasure of the 
; and before the community, the objections which | States. This is a matter for their own discretion || Senate and of the other branch of the Nations! 


have prevailed, and must always prevail, with me 


' | ’ and judgment, and responsibility; they are in no 
against this measure of annexation. In the first | 


Legislature to pass the resolution by the requisite 
way responsible to me for the exercise of the du- 


majerity, and it received the approbation of the 





* place, I have, on the deepest reflection, long ago | ties assigned them here; but I must say that I can- |! President of the United States. It is presented to 
fa ah come to the conclusion, that it was ef very danger- | not but think that the time will come when they |! us now, therefore, as a law of the United States— 
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as a law passed in the mode prescribed by the 
Constitution, and by those who, under that in- 
strument, are intrusted with the power of legisla- 
tion. Whatever, then, may have been the opin- 
ion which I entertained as to the constitutional 
power of Congress over this subject, in the mode 
in which that power was exercised, and however 
unchanged that opinion may be; yet, as I am now 
called on to act under a resolution which, accord- 
ing to the provisions of the Constitution, is the 
existing law of the land, I do not feel myself at 
liberty to set up my private judgment, either as 
an individual or as a legislator, against a measure 
which has in this mode rece ived the sanction pro- 
vided for by the Constitution. a 

On the question of expediency, I have but a brief 
remark to make. 1 said, at the last session, what 
| am now prepared to realize, that on a subject of 
mere expediency the wishes of my constituents 
are my Wishes, and, w hen ascertained, shall be 
the rule of my conduct. On this subject I helieve 
there can be no question, that while a portion of 
the people of Georgia were opposed to the annexa- 
tion of Texas by a joint resolution, on the ground 
of a want of constitutional power, and many of 
them because of its inexpediency, yet there was 
another portion who were decided advocates of 
the measure. My present impression is, that 
those who were originally opposed—believing, as 
| do, that the faith of the United States is pledged 
iy an act which has received the sanction of all 
the branches of the Government—are anxious that 
this question, which has so much agitated the pub- 
lic councils and disturbed the public mind, should 





be put at rest, and, consequently, they too desire 


that this resolution should now be passed. 

lam then in this position. There is before me 
an act of this Legislature pledging the faith of the 
United States to the people of Texas, that, on their 
compliance with certain conditions ee in the 
resolution presented to them, they shall be admit- 
ted as a State of this Union. Whatever consider- 
ations may be opposed to my acquiescence in this 
measure, Whatever differences of opinion may be 
entertained, they seem to me to be overruled by the 
fact that the public faith of this Government has 
been pledged to that people by those to whom the 
Constitution has entrusted the power of legisla- 
tion. 

One other remark. It is perfectly competent to 
the Senator from Massachusetts to discuss the 
question of the annexation of a State where slave- 
ry prevails, and to urge his objection to the meas- 
ure as one calculated to disturb the political bal- 
ance contemplated by the Constitution between the 
several States of this Union; but, apart from the 
consideration that Ido not anticipate such a result, 
it cannot be expected from me, representing as I 
do one of those States where this institution pre- 
vails, that I should be influenced by those objec- 
tions which are urged by that Senator. 

I will repeat. The pledge of this Government 
has been given, and it must be redeemed. The 
only question, therefore, is, whether the people of 
l'exas have complied with the conditions specified 
in the joint resolution? Now, sir, I have given a 
somewhat attentive consideration to the constitu- 
tion which they have adopted, and am of opinion 
that these conditions have been complied with. I 
see nothing in the provisions of that constitution 
on the subject of slavery which ought to prohibit 
tie consummation of the measure as promised in the 
resolutions of the last Congress. Much to which 
the Senator from Massachusetts refers, the inhibi- 
ton to the Legislature, except on certain conditions, 
‘0 pass laws of emancipation, it seems to me is 
somewhat beyond the province of Congress to en- 
ertain. Itis perfectly open, as I have before said, 
‘o any Senator to question the propriety of the ad- 
nussion of Texas, on the ground of its tendency to 
disturb the political balances between the States, 
contemplated by the Constitution; but the question 
of emancipation, when, how, and under what cir- 
‘umstances to be allowed, it would appear to me 
should be left with her own Legislature, as a sub- 


Ject for domestic regulation, belonging exclusively 


io the State, and with which the Congress of the 
United States has no authority, either directly or 
indirectly, to interfere. These are my views, and 
under the conviction to which they lead me I shall 
give my vote, 

Mr. NILES then addressed the Senate. He 
rose merely to offer a few remarks explanatory of 
‘he reasons which had induced him to vote for the 
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resolutions. He had proposed to present the reso- 
lutions adopted by the Legislature of his State, 
and to have taken that opportunity to submit a 
few remarks. But he had not the resolutions with 
him, and, as they would be printed, they would 
sufficiently show the sentiments of the body in 
which they emanated. It was not his inte ntion to 
make any issue with his own State on the ques- 
tion involved. With regard to the doctrine of in- 
structions, he maintained that, to be binding—to 
possess any moral obligation—instructions must 
assume a distinct, a definite form. The Levisla- 
ture of his State had simply expresse d its opinion 
on the question, and left him, in the same spirit, 
freedom and toleration to exercise his own judg- 
ment. That judgment he would exercise. He 
did not view the subject in any sectional or party 
aspect. He regarded it in its broad and compre- 
hensive character—not as affecting a party—not 
as affecting any particular interests—not as atfect- 
ing the balance of power, favorably or unfavor- 
ably—but as affecting the general welfare of the 
Republic, and the great cause of human hberty. 
It was, indeed, a great national question; it was 
one, in his humble opinion, most intimately con- 
nected with, and likely to affect, at some distant 
day, the perpetuity and progress of the Republic. 
In his own State it was viewed by many in that 
broad light. It was not, then. a mere party ques- 
tion. Many of those politically opposed to him 
were in favor of the measure. Nor was it a mea- 
sure unfavorably affecting his constituency. On 
the contrary, if any sections of the country were 
to be peculiarly benefited by the measure, those 
interests located on the eastern shores would be 
specially benefited. ‘The interests of the manu- 
facturing and commercial classes would be mate- 
rially promoted by it. Still he had entertained 
very serious objections to the form of the resolu- 
tions; and he, and a few who thought with him, 
had endeavored to give to the resolutions a more 
acceptable form. In his opinion it was right and 
just, it was wise and sound policy in the admis- 
sion of new States, to carry outa spirit of mutual 
compromise to the furthest possible extent. ‘That 
was the true basis of representation in Congress. 
The Government had been organizedin that spirit. 
And now the peculiar circumstances and condition 
of the country required, on the part of all, sagu- 
cious statesmanship and a rigid adherence to that 
just and salutary principle. He was actuated by 
these views when he introduced, last session, his 
resolutions providing that the admission of ‘Texas 
should be under certain restrictions looking to this 
end. He had believed that a territorial line should 
be drawn separating the free portion of the coun- 
try from that in which slavery should be permit- 
ted. This he had thought was but just to the free 
States of this Union. He had been disposed to 
go still further, for the purpose of whiting public 
opinion throughout the country. His efforts, 
however, had been unsuccessiul. Texas had 
been admitted by the resolution from the House 
as a slave State. Havine done all he could to 
prevent this, he had now no alternative but to 
vote for or against the resolution. He had deter- 
mined to vote in the affirmative. He did not regret 
the passage of the resolution, although he did re- 
gret that the mode by which the object had been 
accomplished had not been as acceptable as he had 
desired. He then proceeded to meet the objection 
raised in some quarters, to the effect that an ex- 
tension of the territorial limits of the Republic 
was not desirable. He had no apprehension on 
that score; on the contrary, he had seen with 
pleasure and pride the extension of the bounda- 
ries of the country. The principle of territorial 
extension was one that lay at the very foundation 
of the Government. 

When the confederacy was first formed, the 
wise men who were at the head of affairs did not 
contemplate that this Union was to be limited to 
its then boundaries. They looked forward to an 
enlargement of those boundaries. They made 
provision for the introduction of new States into 
the Union. From that day to the present it had 
been the policy of the Government to extend our 
territorial possessions; yet never had the national 
councils been strongly influenced by a grasping 
spirit of aggrandizement. Whatever might have 
been said on the other side of the Senate on that 
point, there has been nothing in the history of the 
action of the United States Government to justify 
the accusation that we have been actuated by a 
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feverish anxiety to possess more territory. But, 
as occasions had been off: red, as opportunitis s } d 
presented themselves of extending our territorial 


limits by the acquisition of additional possessions, 
we had not hesitated to use and embrace them. 
That had been, thus far, the policy of the Gov- 
ernment; and he hoped tt might continue to be so 
He had found no evil, but many advantages 
arising from the pursuance of such a course of 
policy. It had been in consequence of such a 
policy that the United States at that moment pre- 
sented on the map of the world such an imposing 
aspect in point of territorial possession and inter- 
nal resources. Was the re any dane r to be ap- 


Was there any- 


} rel nade d from such a pol oy > 

thing in it that threatened the stability of the 
Union? He thought he might say no. It had 
been quite evident that, instead of beine weakened 
or impaired, the Union had been strenecthened by 
its enlargement. The structure and nature of the 
Government were happily such that the more ex 
tensive were the territorial limits of the nation 
the stronger did the Union become. If imperfe: 
tion exists In any one section, the smaller that sec- 
tion Is In comparison with the whole, the less ob- 
viously is the danger of any mischief—the less 
the danger of general disturbance. He did not 
propose to dwell long on the sul ject; but there 
was one argument in favor of the annexation of 
Texas W hich had had evreat we iol on his ni d, 
and which, in his judgment, had not received per 
haps that general attention which its value de 
served. [t was this: the danger likely to arise 
from the existence on our borders of an ind pen 
dent State with institutions similar to ours: with 
the same language; with the same ceeneral princi 
ples of freedom; with the same religion; with the 
same civilization, and settled by our own citizens. 
Such a State might form the nucleus of serious 
opposition, if it were not Incorperated into our 
confederacy so as to form a part of ourselves, 
entertaining these views, and believing there was 
no danger to be apprehended from any extension 
of our territories—but that, on the contrary, the 
security of the country would certainly be pro 
moted by embracing within its limits new States 
and territories peopled by our own citizens, he did 
not hesitate to vote for the resolutions. tn this 
course it was his conviction that he was securing 
the interests of the country and of his constitu 
ents. : 

Mr. HUNTINGTON said, in substance, as 
follows: 

I shall vote against these resolutions, and I desire 
to assign, very briefly, the reasons for that vote. 
1 shall occupy a short time only of the Senate, 
because I have not the dis yosition to prolong the 
discussion, and, if I had, [ have not the pliysical 
ability to indulge it. The Se resolutions W ill pa 355 
but I wish not only to protest, in behalf of the Com- 
monwealth which I represent, and to record my 
vote against their passage, but to state why I shall 
do it. 

My colleague, who has just taken his seat, has 
alluded to certain resolutions of the Legislature of 
Connecticut, passed at its session of May, 1845, 
strongly disapproving of the preliminary measures 
adopted by Congress, at its last session, for the 
admission of Texas, and condemning in the most 
decided terms his vote in favor of them. My col- 
league says that he does not intend to make any 
issue with the Legislature, but he is not aware that 
his vote was in opposition to the known will of the 
people of the State. In my opinion those resolu- 
tions do speak the sentiments and feelings of 
a very large portion of that people; and of this I 
think there is the highest evidence. Previous to 
the passage of the resolutions of the last Congress, 
the citizens of Connecticut had made known their 
views, in various ways, upon the subject of the 
admission of a foreign State into the Union. They 
were almost unanimously opposed to it. After 
those resolutions had received the sanction of Con- 
gress, the annual election was held in the State, 
and the members of the Legislature which adopted 
the resolutions referred to by my colleague were 
chosen. It was that Legislature which passed 
them, after deliberation and full consideration, and, 
in the form of a legislative act, repeated the views 
and wishes of that Commonwealth, and in language 
plain and unequivocal denounced the resolutions of 
the last Congress, and pointedly condemned my 
colleague for his vote in their favor. In this act 
of the Legislature the sentiments of the great mass 
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of the people of the State were declared. The re- 
solves—all of them—were such as those whom 
they re presente d « xpect« d and desired should be 
adopted, and I have no doubt that they express 
the settled convictions of a large majority of the 
people of the State w hen they state that the vote of 
my colleague was in opposition to the clearly ex- 
pri ssed will of the people of Connecticut, and that 
the resolutions for which he voted are incompati- 
ble with the spirit of the Declaration of Indepen- 
dence, with the compromises of the Federal Con- 
titution, and with the great purposes for which it 
is declared by the people to have been ordained 
i d estat lished. 

Viv colleawnue says he wasnot altogether satisfied 
with the resolutions pr posed to be adopted by 
Congres they came from the House of Re pre- 
entatives—that they were objectionable; but, with 
the amendment propose d and adopted in the Sen- 
ite, he voted for them. Yes, sir, he did vote for 
them so amended, and yet he knew perfectly well 
that the amendment left the President at perfect 
liberty to act upon the resolutions, independe nt of 
the amendment. It was optional with him to sub- 
mit the orizmal or the amended resolutions. I 
need not say what was the general expectation and 
belief as to which alternative the Executive would 

dopt, but we now know he did act independently 

of the amendme nt, as the re¢ solutions authorized 
nin to do: nd my collearue vot d tor those reso- 
lutions, considering them, before amendment, as 

jectionable, and yet with full knowledge that the 
President was at liberty to exercise his discretion 
whether he would or would not submit to Texa 
the one or the other of the alternative propositions 
contained in the resolutions. 

My colleavue also said there were no instructions 
in forms given to him, and therefore he supposed 
he was at liberty, and that it was intended he 

hould be at libe rty. to exercise his own judsme nt 


ti respect to the matter. In reference to this sub- 
1 


und others of a like character, it is difficult 
to perceive how any substantial distinction 


can be ma by those who believe in the doctrine 
of imstructio: (which T do not) between those 
cases in which pre e and definite instructions are 
eiven, and those in which, in other forms as clear 
and at lunet, the view and wishes of the people of 
a State are dec lared and made manifest: and why 
a public rvant should profess to consider the 
former as binding upon him and the latter as cre- 
atl oO uen i tio Indeed, Instructions in 
terms. and a ming a distinct and definite form, 
may sometimes be useless, Inasmuch as it Is not 
alw ; the practice of some who believe in the 
binding force of instructions (of which number I 

n vot one) to obey them, unless they approve of 
them. I have deemed it proper to take this notice 


i 
‘ thie rem irks oft my ce le acue whi *h were Ccoin- 
nected with the proceedings of the Legislature; 


J j repent that those pr weedings are, In My 
judement, fully and entirely warranted by the gen- 
eral feeling ai d Opinions of the citizens of Con- 


I now proceed to state my objections to the reso- 
lutions now under consideration. They declare 
that the assent of Texas has been given to the con- 
ditions and enuaranties contained in the first and 

‘ond sections ef the joint resolution approved 
March 1, 1845, and that the pe ople of Texas have 
adopted a constitution and erected a new State with 
republican form of government; and therefore 
they provide that Texas shall be and ts one of the 
United States, and admitted into the Union on an 
equal footing with the original States, in all re- 

ets whatever; and that, until a new apportion- 
ment is mede of representatives in Congress, the 
la of Texas shall choose two represe ntatives, 

1 shall vote against these resolutions for the same 
reasons which induced me to vote against the jomt 
resolutions of the last Congress relating to the ad- 
mission of Texas. I believe that itis both uncon- 
stitutional and highly inexpedient to pass them. 
W hether—if the resolutions of March, 1845, con- 


tained an express promise and pledge, that upon 
the compliance by ‘Texas with the terms and con- 
ditions specified in them, she should be admitted 


into the Union—this Congress could refuse to fulfil 
that promise and redeem that pledge, on the ground 
that those resolutions were unconstitutional, is a 
question Lam not called upon, nor is it my pur- 
pose, to consider. I find no occasion to enter into 
the inquiry, whether, in the case supposed, the re- 
solutions ought to be considered by Congress at 
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this session as having been constitutionally adopt- 
ed, because they received the sanction of Congress 
at the preceding session, and are on thataccount to 
be treated here as valid and binding. A Lezisla- 
ture may not have the power at one session to re- 
pudiate the grants or set aside the executed con- 
tracts made at a previous session, and yet there 
may be cases (I do not affirm there are or can be 
any such) where a Legislature, at a subsequent 
session would be justified in treating acts passed at 
a preceding one as void, on the ground of the 
want of constitutional power to pass them. For 
example : suppose the resolutions of March, 1845, 
had provided that Texas might impose duties on 
exports to replenish her treasury, or that all foreign 
goods might be admitted into her ports free of 
duty, would this Congress be restrained from pass- 
ing laws to prevent the exaction of the duties in 
the one case, or to enforce the payment of them 
in the other? Such resolutions would indeed be 
open, palpable violations of the Constitution, and 
vet ype rhaps not more so, in the opinion of many, 
than the admission of a foreign, independent na- 
tion into the Union by an act or resolution of Con- 
gress. If it be true that Congress have no right 
now to agitate the question of constitutional pow- 
er, in regard to the proceedings preparatory to the 
admission of Texas, because a previous Congress 
have decided it, would they have aright to con- 
sider it in either of the cases which I have suppos- 
ed? And would they be compelled to = iasie 
Texas into the Union, with the asserted right to 
lay duties on exports, and import foreign mer- 
chandise free of duty, because the faith of Congress 
had been pledged to zive her this privilege, or this 
exemption? If, however, it should be said that in 
such ease the act of Congress is to be treated as 
binding by a future Congress, until set aside by 
the judicial tribunals of the nation as being uncon- 
stitutional, it may be asked whether the same prin- 
ciple would be applied to unconstitutional acts of 
Congress, which cannot be reached by those tri- 
bunals? If the resolutions of March, 1845, had 
provided that the State of Texas should have three 
Senators and ten Representatives, and she should 
form a constitution under such a stipulation and 
ruaranty, wOuld they be binding on this Congress ? 

It is difficult to perceive how the courts of the 
United States could take cognizance of such a 
ease: and however clear it is, that such a stipula- 
tion would be a violation of the Constitution, is 
Congress without power to declare it to be so? 
Must the act of the Legislature forever bind all 
subsequent Legislatures? And how can the con- 
stitutionality of the resolutions of the last Congress 
ever be settled except by Congress? Can the 
Supreme Court of the United States decide it? If 
Texas be now admitted, is there any process 
known to the law by which she can be compelled 
to submit this constitutional question to the judi- 
cial tribunals of the country, and, if decided against 
her, be ejected from the Union? But these are 
matters as to which I express no opinion. I have 
merely thrown out these suggestions: but not with 
the view of affirming or denying the power of 
Congress to act upon the question of constitutional 
law, to which reference has been made. I am 
under no necessity to decide this question. 

I consider the resolutions of the last Congress as 
leaving open the whole subject of annexation to 
the judgment and discretion of this Congress. 
They contain no pledge of admission. They make 
no promise which would be violated by our re- 
fusal to admit Texas. There is no faith plighted 
to receive her asa State of the Union. They give 
no pledge binding upon a future Congress as to 
admission. They simply assert that Congress 
‘** consents” that the people of Texas may, if they 
please, with the consent of their existing Govern- 
ment, adopt a republican form of government, in 
order that Texas may be admitted as one of the 
States of the Union. This was the extent of those 
resolutions. Nothing was binding on Texas. She 
was at liberty to adopt or not adopt a constitution, 
as she pleased. She was required to give up no 
right of sovereignty. She was not, until the fu- 
ture action of Congress was had upon the subject, 
deprived of any property, or any power, right, or 
franchise, which she enjoyed as an independent 
republic. Her old form of government was to 
remain until Congress should again act. She is 


now, and will continue to be, unul the resolutions | 
now under consideration assume the form of law, 


a nation, a sovereign nation, independent of us, 


owing us no allegiance, and governed by her own 
laws, and subject to the performance of no ohii. 
tions to us asa State of the Union. She js ane 
acting under the government established by + 
Republic of Texas—collecting impost duties ce 
as foreigners, and demanding them even on 
wrovisions (as it has been said) sent with . ‘ee 
imits to support the troops of the United s; as 
which have been ordered there for her defe a 
The resolutions simply authorized her, y pte 
tain conditions, to organize a State f£overnment 
They did not promise her admission into the 
Union. But I shall forbear to co at laree 
construction of these resolves on this point. At 
the last session, in the remarks which I had +h, 
honor to submit to the Senate, I stated that. jy , 


na 
nder cer. 


into ¢} 


judgment, the whole question of annexation wo ld 


be open to the decision of the then next Conecress 
IT gave my reasons at large for this opinion. They 
have gone to my constituents and to the cou try 
and, whether well-founded or otherwise, [ havc 
no oceasion or desire to repeat them. 

Believing therefore, as I do, that these reso! 
tions were not intended to be, and are not, bind 
on this Congress, I oppose the admission of T; : a 
now, as [ then opposed the preliminary steps f 
her admission. Swe 18 NOT HERE IN A const; 
TIONAL WAY FOR ADMISSION, AND, IF SHE Was 
WOULD BE HIGHLY INEXPEDIENT TO ADMIT HEP. 

3ut I shall not take up the time of the Senate jy 
stating at large the reasons of my opposition to the 
resolutions of the last Congress. They. too. ars 
before the people of my own State; and if any re 
marks of mine in this chamber may be supposed 
to be read by citizens of other parts of the country, 
they are before them also. Those reasons covered 
my vote then; they (among others) will govern j 
now. 

I shall vote against these resolutions because. i) 
my judgment, there is a provision in the Constitu- 
tion of Texas which Congress oucht not to sane- 
tion—one which, in its spirit, is anti-republican, 
wholly unnecessary, and calculated, und r circu 
stances which may exist, to produce dangerous 
results, and subversive of the compromises of th: 
Constitution. I refer to the Ist section of the 8 
article, which provides that * the Legislatur: 
‘have no power to pass laws for the emancipation 
‘of slaves without the consent of their owners.’ 
** They shall have no power to prevent emigrants 
‘ to this State from bringing with them such persons 
‘as are deemed slaves by the laws of any of the 
‘ United States, so long as any person of the same 
‘age ordescription shall be continued in slavery by 
‘the laws of this State.’? A provision in the ¢ 
stitution of Florida somewhat similar to this, fur- 
nished a sufficient reason to induce me to speak 
and vote against her admission into the Union 
By this organic law of Texas the emancipation of 
slaves is virtually placed out of the power of th 
State. I will not say a convention of her peopl 
regularly called might not change this feature i 
her constitution, and an amendment to her ¢ 
tution might abrogate it: but when I consider how 
difficult, if not impossible, it is to organize such a 
convention, and especially for such a purpose, and 
when I look at the provision relating to amend 
ments—article vii, section thirty-seven, which de . 
clares that ** the Legislature, whenever tiro-thirds ot 
each House shall deem it necessary, may propos 
amendments’’—that these are to be submitted to 
the people, and if a majority of all the citizens o 
the State, voting for representatives at the then 
next succeeding election of representatives, sha 
have voted in favor of the proposed amendmen's, 
and taro-thirds of each House of the then next Leg 
lature shall, after such election, and before anoter, 
ratify the same by yeas and nays, then they are 
to be valid as parts of the constitution : provide ty 
that they shall have been read on three several 
days in each House. It seems to me quite clear 
that this provision must and will remain perme 
nent. Now, I consider this clause in the const!- 
tution of Texas open to the most serjous onyec 
tions. It is virtually perpetuating slavery in Texes. 
It, in effect, takes away from the State the pow’ 
of acting on a most important subject. If a con- 
siderable majority of the people should desire 
abolish slavery in Texas; if, in their judgment, 
circumstances imperiously demand it; if te col 
dition in which they may. happen to be placed re- 
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quire it; if any number less than two-thirds “ sid 
members of two successive legislatures $!10"\" 


deem it to be necessary in order to promote the 
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‘nterests of the State, that the Legislature should 
authorize emancipation, still the State would he 
powerless to act on this subject. In short, for 
»j| practical purposes connected with emancipa- 
tion, the State has deprived itself of the power 
of acting, and the owners of slaves are the sole 
‘ndees whether slavery is to continue, or whether 
‘+ may be abolished. This is not in accordance 
with the general feeling throughout the country, 
It is, in its nature, opposed to the genius and spirit 
of our institutions. Itis anew principle introduced 
into and made a part of the organic law of a State, 
and which, until recently, was not recognised, and 
which ought not to be tolerated, because it is not 
only novel, but dangerous and anti-republican. The 
Stale is shorn by it of important and, as the case 
may be, of necessary powers, and the institution 
of slavery made perpetual, it may be, in opposition 
both to its wishes and its interests. I have, on 
more than one occasion, in my place here, declared 
that no one will go further than [ will to sustain 
the guaranties and compromises of the Constitu- 
tion as they now exist. And I speak not for my- 
self only, but for the Commonwealth I represent. 
But neither I nor her citizens are bound to go be- 
yond them ; and further inr elation to this subject 
they will not go. In connexion with what I have 
already said, it will not escape the notice of the 
Senate that the same restriction as to emancipation 
which is imposed on the Legislature, in respect to 
the slaves of those who are now citizens of Texas, 
applies to slaves who are * the bona fide property” 
of emigrants to the State. The laneuage of this 
provision is somewhat peculiar. 1 will not say, 
for I do not know, that there was any attempt to 
use language which might be considered of doubt- 
ful interpretation ; but it is quite manifest that the 
phraseolory, viewing it most favorably, is equivo- 
eal: ** The Legislature shall have no power to pre- 
‘vent emigrants to this State from bringing with 
‘them such persons as are deemed slaves by the 
‘laws of any of the United States, so long as any 
‘person of the same age or description shall be 
‘continued in slavery by the laws of this State: 
‘provided that such slave be the bona fide property 
‘of such emigrants. *’ : 
‘Emigrants to this State,’’ is the expression. 
Who are emigrants? Are they citizens of the 
United States only? Or are they foreigners also? 
If a planter removes from Cuba to Texas, is he 
not an immigrant into Texas? And if his slaves are 
bona fide his, and would be deemed slaves by the 
laws of any of the United States, and persons of 
the same age and description are continued in 
slavery by the laws of Texas, would the Legisla- 
ture have power to prevent suchimmigration? If 
not, then the clause ought not to receive the sanc- 
tion of Congress, because in such case it would 
jusufy the importation of slaves from a foreign 
country. If, however, there was no intention to 
admit slaves from other nations into Texas, it is 
evident their immigration from other States is not 
ony encouraged but practically guarantied. It 
was not enough, in the view ofthe convention, to 
prevent emancipation, by a law of the State, of the 
slaves of their own citizens, but of all such who 
might come with their owners from other States. 
I cannot vote for the admission of a State into the 
Union whose constitution thus curtails what has 
been claimed to be, and what, it has been insisted, 
is the legitimate authority of the State, acting by 


found in the constitutions of some of the States: 
(althouch T have not examined them with this ob 


ject.) made while they were indene ndent States, 


and it is possible they may have been introduced 
into some which have been framed sinee, but after 
their admission into the Union; but it is certainly 
novel that a State, about to come into the Union, 
should make it a part of her fundamental law that 
the people may change their form of Government 
and make it what they please, (a monarchy, for 
example.) and that Congress should be asked to 
receive sucha State, with a constitution containing 
such a clanse, as a constitution securing a republi- 
can form of Government. It would seem that the 
convention of Texas intended to reserve, not the 
power, ina revolutionary spirit, to secede from the 
Union, if she could succeed in effecting it, after 
changing her form of Government, but to have it 
constitutionally, or at least with the implied assent 
of Congress, whenever she should deem some other 
form than a republican form of Government most 
expedient for her people. I refer to this part of 
the constitution, however, not to insist upon it as 
a ground of objection—for [ think, notwithstanding 
this clause, Congress would have the power, and it 
would he its duty, to hold Texas to her constitu- 
tional duties, as a member of this Union, with a 
republican form of Government—but to exhibit the 
very unusual restrictions imposed upon the Lezis- 
lature of Texas. 

I shall vote rygninst these resolutions for another 


> reason, and one which has already heen suerested 


its Legislature. The same spirit of inhibition to | 


the action of the Legislature is manifested in 
another part of the constitution. In the first sec- 
tion of the Bill of Rights, article 1, it is declared 


taat the people ‘* have at all times the unalienable | 


‘right to alter, reform, or abolish their form of gov- 





nment, in such manner as they may think ex- 


‘pedient;” and in the 22d section of the same | 


rtinl = ° . . 
#rucie it is provided that ‘to guard against trans- 


t‘~ » -- . . i 
£ressions of the high powers herein delegated, we 


‘ declare that everything in this ‘ Bill of Rights’ 
Pa excepted out of the general powers of the Gov- 
ernment, and shall forever remain inviolate; and 


as ao . ace 
ail laws contrary thereto shall he void.”? This 


Provision excludes the Legislature from exerting | 


any 


“Y power to prevent the people from changing 
‘cir form of Government, and this Congress, by 


receiving Texas into the Union with such a con- | 


*atutional provision, would seem, by implication 


at least, to acknowledge her right to change her | 


fo ait ‘ | 
form of Government, ‘Sin such manner as’’ she 


~ may think expedient.” 
‘ may be true that such provisions are to be 


in this debate. I consider the admission of Texas 
upon the terms and conditions specified in the 
act of March, 1845, as producing an unjust and 
unreasonable inequality in the representation of 
the free and of the slave States. It introduces 
a foreizn nation into our Union with all the priv- 
ileves of the slave States, under our present Con- 
stitution, as to representation in the House of 
Representatives, giving her a decided advantage, 
in respect to political power, over the free States 

The Constitution does not require this surrender, 
on the part of the free States, of another portion 
of their just power in the councils of the nation. 
No principle of justice or honor requires it; and, 
representing as I do one of those States, [ can 
While the 
people of Connecticut will rally around and sup- 
port the Constitution as it is, with all its compro- 
mises and cuaranties, they will do no act, nor 
would they justify one in doing an act as their 
representative, which would make this represen- 
tative inequality ereater and rreater, by the intro- 
duction successively of four more slave States, to 
be carved out of the State of Texas. But I will 
not enlarge upon this topic. It has already been 
exhausted. This objection, in my judgment, is 
insurmountable, and would of itself be sufficient 
to require of me to oppose these resolutions. 

I shall vote against these resolutions, designed 
to consummate the annexation of Texas to the 
Union, not only because her constitution inhibits 
the Legislature (for all practical purposes) from 
abolishing slavery in the State, but it extends the 
prohibition to that part of Texas north of thirty- 
six degrees thirty minutes north latitude, known 
as the Missouri compromise line, which is contra- 
ry to one of the conditions specified in the resolu- 
tions of the last Congress, which is, that in the 
** State or States to be formed out of said territory 
‘north of said Missouri compromise line, slavery 
‘or involuntary servitude (except for crime) shall 
‘be prohibited.”” The whole of the territory 
which is properly included within, and of right 
belongs to Texas, is to be erected into anew State. 
No other State can be formed from it without the 
consent of the State of Texas; and the constitu- 
tion which has been submitted to us deprives the 
State, through its Legislature, of abolishing slavery 
in any portion of the present territory of Texas. 
It substantially guaranties to slaveholders who now 


never consent to such a surrender, 


/are, or hereafter may become, citizens of Texas 
| by immigration, with their slaves, the right to hold 


their slaves in servitude in all parts of Texas now 
included within her rightful limits; and the Senate 
is asked to admit her into the Union with such a 
constitutional provision, and to sanction it by con- 
senting to her admission. I cannot comply with 
such a request. I cannot agree to a proposition 
which is at variance with the spirit of the resolu- 
tions of the last session, and which, it seems to 
me, will virtually continue the institution of slavery 
in every part of Texas, or which, at least, will 
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forever prevent the formation of a free State with- 
in any part of its present limits, and that, too 
with the license and approbation of Congress, 

I shall vote against these resolutions hecau e 
they allow Texas to have two Representatives in 
the House of Representatives, which, in my jud 
ment, is contrary as well to the letter as th spirit 
of our ‘on stitution. So far as any eV itle nee (hone 
within my recollection) has come to my knowledge 
of the amount of her population, the number 
micht as well have been twenty as two, It would 
seem to be an arbitrary number, and, unless her 
Federal numbers justify it, is 


unequal and there 
fore unjust. 


iv when the people of 


t 


It was necess 
the United States made the present Constitution 
that every State, each of which was independent, 
should have at least one Re presentative; bution the 
admission of new States the rule specified in the 
Constitution isto govern, and such has been the 
practice. In the apportionment of its Representa- 
tives,a State is to be subject to the ratio preseribed 
by law. In no other mode can the provision of 
that instrument, in this particular, be carried out. 
In the absence of evidence known to me, suf- 
fic ient to satisfy me that Texas has a popiilat on 
which, applying the existing ratio, would give her 
two Representatives, | cannot sanction by my vote 
if she 
is to he placed onany other footing than that of 
equality with the other States of the Union, which 
are subject to the ratio prescribed by law, no more 
than one Representative should be allotted to her, 
even with the unequal advantave which her slave 


her adinission on these unequal terms. 


population gives her in the election of representa- 
tives to Congress. If the number of votes recently 
riven in Texas on the question of annexation, and 
on the adoption of the Constitution, be any just 
criterion, or in the slightest degree approximates 
to a fair criterion by which her present population 
is to be estimated, she is far from being entitled to 
come into the Union at all, even with one Re pre 

sentative, for want of the re quisite Federal numbers; 
for it appears that there were only about 4,500 votes 
riven on either of the preceding matters submitted 
to the people of Texas; and a Government which 
does not know how much of her public lands has 
been legally granted, and of course is imnorant of 
the quantity, if any, which remains subject to her 
control, and is also ignorant of the amount of her 
public debt, cannot be expected to furnish very 
full evidence of the number of her people. If, 
however, she is to be admitted as a State of the 
Union, she is entitled to one Representative only, 
and to one should she be limited. The resolutions 
allow her two. and [eannot vote for them. 

Ihave thus, Mr. President, very briefly stated 
some of the reasons which will govern me in the 
vote which I shall rive avainst the pass wre of the se 
resolutions. I will not. indeed I have not strength, 
togo further. The resolutions will certainly pass; 
and in what I have said I have expressed the con- 
victions of my own deliberate judgment, and I be- 
heve the opinions of a large portion of the pe ple 
I have endeavored to discharge 

my duty to them, and to the country as an Ameri- 
can Senator, and now take leave of the subject. 
Mr. BAGBY said he felt called on to offer some 
remarks, for the purpose of defining his position 
in relation to the question before the Senate. Ile 
was impelled to that course at that time, not by 
any desire to occupy the attention of the Senate in 
any discussion of the question, not with the view 
of imposing the slightest obstacle, but because he 
wished to place himself right before that body and 
the country. He availed himself, then, of the op- 
portunity of stating, clearly and distinetly, that at 
no time, nor under any circumstances, had he ever, 
for one moment, entertained the slightest opposi- 
tion to the measure of annexation itself. On the 
contrary, all the inducements, all the feelings that 
could opetate upon and actuate a faithful public 
servant, had led him clearly, decidedly, and strong- 
ly in favor of the measure. He stated distinctly 
that, for every reason that could operate upon a 
man, upon a ciiizen, upon a Senator, he had been 
at all times in favor of the annexation of Texas; 
and he thought that he would be able to satisfy 
| that chamber that he had at least, to a reasonable 
extent, practically manifested that disposition be- 
yond adoubt. It was anew question in the his- 
tory of the country. The first form in which it 
was presented was in the treaty of 1844. He 
voted for it. It was rejected by a large majority; 
and then, for the first time, according to his know!- 


of Connecticut. 
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of the people of the State were declared. The re- 
solves—all of them—were such as those whom 
they represented expected and desired should be 
adopted, and Lhave no doubt that the y express 
the settled convictions of a large majority of the 
yu ople of the State w hen they state that the vote of 
my colleague was In opposition to the clearly ex- 
pre ssed will of the pe ople of ¢ onnectieut, and that 
the resolutions for which he voted are incompati- 
ble with the spirit of the Declaration of Indepen- 
dence, with the compromises of the Federal Con- 
stitution, and with the great purposes for which it 
is declared by the people to have been ordained 
and established, 

My collearue says he was not altogether satisfied 
with the resolutions proposed to be adopted by 
Congress, as they came from the House of Repre- 
eentatives—that they were objectionable; but, with 
the amendment propose d and adopted in the Sen- 
ate, he voted for them. Yes, sir, he did vote for 
them so amends d, and yet he knew perfectly well 
that the amendment left the President at perfect 
liberty to act upon the re solutions, independe nt of 
It was optional with him to sub- 
mit the original or the amended resolutions. I 


the amendment. 
need not say w hat was the reneral xXpectation and 
belief as to which alternative the Executive would 
adopt, but we now know he did act independently 
of the amendment, as the resolutions authorized 
tim to do: and my colleague voted for those reso- 


lutions, considering them, 


before amendment, as 
objectionable, and yet with fall knowledge that the 
President was at liberty to exercise his discretion 
whether he would or would not submit to Texas 
the one or the other of the alternative propositions 
contained in the resolutions. 

My colleague also said there were no instructions 
in terms civen to him, and therefore he supposed 
he was at liberty, and that it was intended he 
should be at liberty, to exercise his own judgment 
in respect to the matter. In reference to this sub- 


ject, and others of a like character, it is difficult 
t 


for one to perceive how any sul stantial distinction 
can he made by those who believe in the doctrine 
of instruction (which IT do not) between those 
cases in which precise and de finite instructions are 
eiven, and those in which, in other forms as clear 
and distinet, the views and wishes of the people of 
a State are declared and made manifest; and why 
“a publie servant should profess to consider the 
upon him and the latier as cre- 

ating po such oblieation. Indeed, instructions in 
uming a distinet and definite form, 
may sometimes be useless, Inasmuch as it 1s not 
alwavs the practice of some who believe in the 
binding force of instructions (of which number I 
am not one) to obey them, unless they approve of 
them. I have dee med it proper to take this notice 


former as binding 


terms, and as 


of the remarks of my colleague which were con- 
nected with the proceedings of the Legislature; 
d J repeat that those proceedings are, in my 


judement, fully and entirely warranted by the gen- 


eral feeling and opinions of the citizens of Con- 
necticut, 

J now proce ed to state my objections to the reso- 
lutions now under consideration. They declare 
that the assent of Texas has been given to the con- 
ditions and euaranties contained in the first and 
ions of the joint resolution approved 
larch 1, 1845, and that the people of Texas have 
lopted a constitution and erected a new State with 
a republican form of government, and therefore 
they provide that ‘Texas shall be and is one of the 
United States, and admitted into the Union on an 
equal footing with the original States, in all re- 
spects whatever; and that, until a new apportion- 
ment is made of representatives in Congress, the 
State of Texas shall choose two representatives. 

I shall vote against these resolutions for the same 
reasons which induced me to vote against the joint 
resolutions of the last Congress relating to the ad- 
mission of Texas. I believe that it is both uncon- 
stitutional and highly inexpe dient to pass them. 
W hether—if the resolutions of March, 1845, con- 
tained an express promise and pledge, that upon 
the compliance by ‘Texas with the terms and con- 
ditions specified in them, she should be admitted 
into the Union—this Congress could refuse to fulfil 
that promise and redeem that pledge, on the ground 
that those resolutions were unconstitutional, is a 
question Lam not called upon, nor is it my pur- 
pose, to consider. 1 find no occasion to enter into 
the inquiry, whether, in the case supposed, the re- 
solutions ought to be considered by Congress at 
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this session as having been constitutionally adopt- 
ed, because they received the sanction of Congress 
at the preceding session, and are on thataccount to 
be treated here as valid and binding. A Legisla- 
ture may not have the power at one session to re- 
pudiate the grants or set aside the executed con- 
tracts made at a previous session, and yet there 
may be cases (I do not affirm there are or can be 
any such) where a Legislature, at a subsequent 
session would be justified in treating acts passed at 
a preceding one as void, on the ground of the 
want of constitutional power to pass them. For 
example : suppose the resolutions of March, 1845, 
had provided that Texas might impose duties on 
exports to replenish her treasury, or that all foreign 
goods might be admitted into her ports free of 
duty, would this Congress be restrained from pass- 
ing laws to prevent the exaction of the duties in 
the one case, or to enforce the payment of them 
in the other? Such resolutions would indeed be 
open, palpable violations of the Constitution, and 
yet perhaps not more so, in the opinion of many, 
than the admission of a foreign, independent na- 
tion into the Union by an act or resolution ef Con- 
gress. If it be true that Congress have no right 
now to agitate the question of constitutional pow- 
er, in regard to the proceedings preparatory to the 
admission of Texas, because a previous Congress 
have decided it, would they have a right to con- 
sider it in either of the cases which I have suppos- 
ed? And would they be compelled to aalesit 
Texas into the Union, with the asserted right to 
lay duties on exports, and import foreign mer- 
chandise free of duty, because the faith of Congress 
had heen pledged to sive her this privilege, or this 
exemption? If, however, it should be said that in 
such case the act of Congress is to be treated as 
hinding by a future Congress, until set aside by 
the judicial tribunals of the nation as being uncon- 
stitutional, it may be asked whether the same prin- 
ciple would be applied to unconstitutional acts of 
Congress, which cannot be reached by those tri- 
bunals? If the resolutions of March, 1845, had 
provided that the State of Texas should have three 
Senators and ten Representatives, and she should 
form a constitution under such a stipulation and 
guaranty, would they be binding on this Congress ? 

It is difficult to perceive how the courts of the 
United States could take cognizance of such a 
case; and however clear it is, that such a stipula- 
tion would be a violation of the Constitution, is 
Congress without power to declare it to be so? 
Must the act of the Legislature forever bind all 
subsequent Legislatures? And how can the con- 
stitutionality of the resolutions of the last Congress 
ever be settled except by Congress? Can the 
Supreme Court of the United States decide it? If 
Texas be now admitted, is there any process 
known to the law by which she can be compelled 
to submit this constitutional question to the judi- 
cial tribunals of the country, and, if decided against 
her, be ejected from the Union? But these are 
matters as to which I express no opinion. I have 
merely thrown out these suggestions; but not with 
the view of affirming or denying the power of 
Congress to act upon the question of constitutional 
law, to which reference has been made. I am 
under no necessity to decide this question. 

I consider the resolutions of the last Congress as 
leaving open the whole subject of annexation to 
the judgment and discretion of this Congress. 
They contain no pledge of admission. They make 
no promise which would be violated by our re- 
fusal to admit Texas. There is no faith plichted 
to receive her asa State of the Union. They give 
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no pledge binding upon a future Congress as to | 


admission. They simply assert that Congress 


** consents’? that the people of Texas may, if they | 


please, with the consent of their existing Govern- 


ment, adopt a republican form of government, in 


order that Texas may be admitted as one of the 
States of the Union. This was the extent of those 
resolutions. Nothing was binding on Texas. She 


was at liberty to adopt or not adopt a constitution, | 
She was required to give up no | 


as she pleased. 


right of sovereignty. She was not, until the fu- 


ture action of Congress was had upon the subject, | 
deprived of any property, or any power, right, or | 


franchise, which she enjoyed as an independent 
republic, 
remain until Congress should again act. She is 
now, and will continue to be, until the resolutions 
now under consideration assume the form of law, 
a nation, a sovereign nation, independent of us, 


Her old form of government was to | 


days in each House. 
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owing us no allegiance, and governed by 
laws, and subject to the performance of no white 


her own 


tions to us asa State of the Union. She js now 
acting under the government established Lani 
Republic of Texas—collecting impost duties ce. 

as foreigners, and demanding them even on the 
— (as it has been said) sent within je» 
imits to or the troops of the United States 
which have been ordered there for her def; wee 
The resolutions simply authorized her, under , las 
tain conditions, to organize a State vovernm a 
They did not promise her admission into ee 
Union. But I hall forbear to go at laree into the 
construction of these resolves on this point. At 
the last session, in the remarks which | had the 
honor to submit to the Senate, I stated that, jy, yyy 


judgment, the whole question of annexation w, uld 


be open to the decision of the then next Congress. 
I gave my reasons at large for this opinion. They 
have gone to my constituents and to the country 
and, whether well-founded or otherwise, I have 
no occasion or desire to repeat them. 
Believing therefore, as I do, that these resolyy- 
tions were not intended to be, and are not, bindine 
on this Congress, I oppose the admission of Texas 
now, as I then opposed the preliminary steps for 
her admission. Sne 1s NOT HERE IN A ConstiTr- 
TIONAL WAY FOR ADMISSION, AND, IF SHE WAS, [7 
WOULD BE HIGHLY INEXPEDIENT TO ADMIT HEP. 

But I shall not take up the time of the Senate in 
stating at large the reasons of my Opposition to the 
resolutions of the last Congress. They. too. are 
before the people of my own State; and if any re- 
marks of mine in this chamber may be supposed 
to be read by citizens of other parts of the country, 
they are before them also. Those reasons governed 
my vote then; they (among others) will govern it 
now. 

I shall vote against these resolutions because, in 
my judgment, there is a provision in the Constitu- 
tion of Texas which Congress ought not to sane- 
tion—one which, in its spirit, is anti-republican, 
wholly unnecessary, and calculated, under cireun- 
stances which may exist, to produce dangerous 
results, and subversive of the compromises of the 
Constitution. I refer to the Ist section of the &th 
article, which provides that ** the Legislature shall 
‘have no power to pass laws for the emancipation 
‘of slaves without the consent of their owners.”’ 
** They shall have no power to prevent emigra! 
‘ to this State from bringing with them such persons 
‘as are deemed slaves by the laws of any of the 
‘ United States, so long as any person of the same 
‘ age or description shall be continued in slavery by 
‘the laws of this State.’? A provision in the eon- 
stitution of Florida somewhat similar to this, fir 
nished a sufficient reason to induce me to speak 
and vote against her admission into the Union. 
By this organic law of Texas the emancipation of 
slaves is virtually placed out of the power of th 
State. I will not say a convention of her people 
regularly called might not change this feature 1 





| her constitution, and an amendment to her consti- 


tution might abrogate it; but when I consider how 
difficult, if not impossible, it is to organize such a 
convention, and especially for such a purpose, and 
when I look at the provision relating to amend- 
ments—article vii, section thirty-seven, which de- 
clares that “ the Legislature, whenever fio-thirds of 
each House shall deem it necessary, may propose 
amendments’’—that these are to be submitted to 


_ the people, and if a majority of all the citizens of 
| the State, voting for representatives at the then 


next succeeding election of representatives, shall 
have voted in favor of the proposed amendments, 
and two-thirds of each House of the then next Legis- 
lature shall, after such election, and before another, 
ratify the same by yeas and nays, then they are 
to be valid as parts of the constitution: prov ided, 
that they shall have been read on three several 
It seems to me quite clear 
that this provision must and will remain perms- 
nent. Now, I consider this clause in the const- 
tution of Texas open to the most serjous objec- 
tions. It is virtually perpetuating slavery n Texas. 
it, in effect, takes away from the State the power 
of acting on a most important subject. If a co! 
siderable majority of the people should desire to 


abolish slavery in Texas; if, in their judgment, 


circumstances imperiously demand it; if the con- 
dition in which they — happen to be placed “a 
quire it; if any number less than two-thirds of the 


members of two successive legislatures shoul 
| deem it to be necessary in order to promote the 
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interests of the State, that the Legislature should 
authorize emancipation, still the State would be 
‘owerless to act on this subject. In short, for 
all practical purposes connected with emancipa- 
tion, the State has deprived itself of the power 
of acting, and the owners of slaves are the sole 
‘dees whether slavery is to continue, or whether 
‘t may be abolished. This is not in accordance 
with the general feeling throughout the country. 
It is, in its nature, opposed to the genius and spirit 
of our institutions. It is anew principle introduced 
into and made a part of the organic law of a State, 
and which, until recently, was not recognised, and 
which ought not to be tolerated, because it is not 
only novel, but dangerous and anti-republican. The 
Stale is shorn by it of important and, as the case 
may be, of necessary powers, and the institution 


1 


of slavery made perpetual, it may be, in opposition | 
t 


both to its wishes and its interests. I have, on 
more than one occasion, in my place here, declared 
that no one will go further than I will to sustain 
the guaranties and compromises of the Constitu- 
tion as they now exist. And 1 speak not for my- 
self only, but for the Commonwealth I represent. 
But neither I nor her citizens are bound to go be- 


yond them ; and further inr elation to this subject | 


ihey will not go. In connexion with what I have 
already said, it will not escape the notice of the 
Senate that the same restriction as to emancipation 
which is imposed on the Legislature, in respect to 
the slaves of those who are now citizens of Texas, 
applies to slaves who are ** the bona fide property” 
of emigrants to the State. The language of this 
provision is somewhat peculiar. I will not say, 
for I do not know, that there was any attempt to 
use language which might be considered of doubt- 


ful interpretation ; but it is quite manifest that the | 
phraseology, viewing it most favorably, is equivo- | 


eal: ** The Legislature shall have no power to pre- 
‘vent emigrants to this State from bringing with 
‘them such persons as are deemed slaves by the 
‘laws of any of the United States, so long as any 
‘person of the same age or description shall be 
‘continued in slavery by the laws of this State: 
‘provided that such slave be the bona fide property 
‘of such emigrants. *’ ; 

‘* Emigrants to this State,’ 
Who are emigrants? Are they citizens of the 
United States only? Or are they foreigners also? 
If a planter removes from Cuba to Texas, is he 


is the expression. | 


not an immigrant into Texas? And if his slaves are | 


bona fide his, and would be deemed slaves by the 
laws of any of the United States, and persons of 
the same age and description are continued in 
slavery by the laws of Texas, would the Legisla- 
ture have power to prevent such immigration? If 
not, then the clause ought not to receive the sanc- 
tion of Congress, because in such case it would 
justify the importation of slaves from a foreign 
country. If, however, there was no intention to 
admit slaves from other nations into Texas, it is 
evident their immigration from other States is not 
only encouraged but practically guarantied. 
was not enough, in the view ofthe convention, to 


It | 


prevent emancipation, by a law of the State, of the | 
slaves of their own citizens, but of all such who | 
might come with their owners from other States. | 
I cannot vote for the admission of a State into the | 
Union whose constitution thus curtails what has | 
been claimed to be, and what, it has been insisted, | 


is the legitimate authority of the State, acting by 
its Legislature. 


The same spirit of inhibition to | 


1 . . . ‘a : | 
the action of the Legislature is manifested in | 


another part of the constitution. In the first sec- 


tion of the Bill of Rights, article 1, it is declared | 
that the people ‘‘ have at all times the unalienable | 


‘right to alter, reform, or abolish their form of gov- 


‘ernment, in such manner as they may think ex- | 


‘pedient;’? and in the 22d section of the same 


article it is provided that “to guard against trans- | 


‘ gressions of the high powers herein delegated, we 
‘ declare that everything in this ‘ Bill of Rights’ 
's excepted out of the general powers of the Gov- 
_mment, and shall forever remain inviolate; and 
all laws contrary thereto shall be void.’? This 
Provision excludes the Legislature from exerting 
“ny power to prevent the people from changing 
their form of Government, and this Congress, by 
receiving Texas into the Union with such a con- 
sututional provision, would seem, by implication 


at least, to acknowledge her right to change her | 
form of Government, “in such manner as’? she 


“may think expedient.” 


It may be true that such provisions are to be | 
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found in the constitutions of some of the States: 
(although I have not examined them with this ob- 
ject,) made while they were independent States, 
and it is possible they may have been introdaced 
into some W hieh have hee n framed since, but after 
their admission into the Union; but it is certainly 
novel that a State, about to come into the Union. 
should make it a part of her fundamental law that 
the people may change their form of Government 
and make it what they please, (a monarchy, for 
example,) and that Congress should be asked to 
receive such a State, witha constitution containing 
such a clause, as a constitution securing a republi- 
can form of Government. It would seem that the 
convention of Texas intended to reserve, not the 
power, ina revolutionary spirit, to secede from the 
Union, if she could succeed in effecting it, after 
changing her form of Government, but to have it 
constitutionally, or at least with the implied assent 
of Congress, whenever she should deem some other 
form than a republican form of Government most 
expedient for her people. I refer to this part of 
the constitution, however, not to insist upon it as 
a ground of objection—for [ think, notwithstanding 
this clause, Congress would have the power, and it 
would be its duty, to hold Texas to her constitu- 
tional duties, as a member of this Union, with a 
republican form of Government—but to exhibit the 
very unusual restrictions imposed upon the Legis- 
lature of Texas. 

I shall vote against these resolutions for another 
reason, and one which has already been suggested 
in this debate. I consider the admission of Texas 
upon the terms and conditions specified in the 
act of March, 1845, as producing an unjust and 
unreasonable inequality in the representation of 
the free and of the slave States. It introduces 
a foreign nation into our Union with all the priv- 
ileves of the slave States, under our present Con- 
stitution, as to representation in the House of 
Representatives, giving her a decided advantage, 
in respect to political power, over the free States. 
The Constitution does not require this surrender, 
on the part of the free States, of another portion 
of their just power in the councils of the nation. 
No principle of justice or honor requires it; and, 
representing as I do one of those States, I can 
never consent to such a surrender. While the 
people of Connecticut will rally around and sup- 
port the Constitution as it is, with all its compro- 
mises and guaranties, they will do no act, nor 
would they justify one in doing an act as their 
representative, which would make this represen- 
tative inequality creater and ereater, by the intro- 
duction successively of four more slave States, to 
be carved out of the State of Texas. But I will 
not enlarge upon this topic. It has already been 
exhausted. This objection, in my judgment, is 
insurmountable, and would of itself be sufficient 
to require of me to oppose these resolutions. 

I shall vote against these resolutions, designed 
consummate the annexation of Texas to the 
Union, not only because her constitution inhibits 
the Legislature (for all practical purposes) from 


a 


to 


abolishing slavery in the State, but it extends the 


prohibition to that part of Texas north of thirty- 
six degrees thirty minutes north latitude, known 
as the Missouri compromise line, which is contra- 
ry to one of the conditions specified in the resolu- 
tions of the last Congress, which is, that in the 
** State or States to be formed out of said territory 
‘north of said Missouri compromise line, slavery 
‘or involuntary servitude (except for crime) shall 
‘be prohibited.’’ “The whole of the territory 
which is properly included within, and of right 
belongs to Texas, is to be erected into a new State. 
No other State can be formed from it without the 
consent of the State of Texas; and the constitu- 


| tion which has been submitted to us deprives the 


State, through its Legislature, of abolishing slavery 
in any portion of the present territory of Texas. 
It substantially guaranties to slaveholders who now 
are, or hereafter may become, citizens of Texas 
by immigration, with their slaves, the right to hold 


_ their slaves in servitude in all parts of Texas now 


included within her rightful limits; and the Senate 


| is asked to admit her into the Union with such a 





constitutional provision, and to sanction it by con- 
senting to her admission. I cannot comply with 
such a request. I cannot agree to a proposition 
which is at variance with the spirit of the resolu- 
tions of the last session, and which, it seems to 
me, will virtually continue the institution of slavery 
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| ly in favor of the measure. 


in every part of Texas, or which, at least, will | 


forever prevent the formation of a free State with- 
in any part of its present limits, and that, too, 
with the license and approbation of Congress. 

I shall vote against these resolutions becau e 
they allow Texas to have two Representatives in 
the House of Representatives, which, in my jud: 
ment, is contrary as well to the letter as the spirit 
of our Constitution. So far as any evidence (none 
within my recollection) has come to my knowledge 
of the amount of her population, the number 
might as well have been twenty as two. It would 
seem to be an arbitrary number, and, unless her 
Federal numbers justify it, is unequal and there- 
fore unjust. It was necessary when the people of 
the United States made the present Constitution 
that every State, each of which was independent, 
should have at least one Representative; but in the 
admission of new States the rule specified in the 
Constitution is to govern, and such has been the 
practice. In the apportionment of its Representa- 
tives,a State is to be subject to the ratio prescribed 
by law. In no other mode can the provision of 
that instrument, in this particular, be carried out. 

In the absence of evidence known to me, suf- 
ficient to satisfy me that Texas has a population 
which, applying the existing ratio, would give her 
two Repre sentatives, | cannot sanction by my vote 
if she 
footing than that of 
equality with the other States of the Umon, which 
are subject to the ratio prescribed by law, no more 
than one Repri sentative should be allotted to her, 
even with the unequal advantage which her slave 
population gives her in the election of representa- 
tives to Congress. If the number of votes recently 
given in Texas on the question of annexation, and 
on the adoption of the Constitution, be any just 
criterion, or in the slightest degree approxunates 
to a fair criterion by which her present population 
is to be estimated, she is far from being entitled to 
come into the Union atall, even with one Repre- 
sentative, for want of the requisite Federal numbers: 
for it appears that there were only about 4,500 votes 
given on either of the preceding matters submited 
to the people of Texas; and a Government which 
does not know how much of her public lands has 
heen legally granted, and of course is ignorant of 
the quantity, if any, which remains subject to her 
control, and is also ignorant of the amount of her 
publie debt, cannot be expected to furnish very 
full evidence of the number of her people. I’, 
however, she is to be admitted as a State of the 
Union, she is entitled to one Representative only, 
and to one should she be limited. The resolutions 
allow her two, and T eannot vote for them. 

IT have thus, Mr. President, very briefly stated 
some of the reasons which will govern me in the 
vote which I shall give against the passage of these 
resolutions. I will not, indeed I have not strength, 
togo further. The resolutions will certainly pass; 
and in what I have said I have expressed the con- 
victions of my own deliberate judgment, and [ he- 
lieve the opinions of a large portion of the pe 
of Connecticut. [have endeavored to discharge 
my duty to them, and to the country as an Ameri- 
can Senator, and now take leave of the subject. 

Mr. BAGBY said he felt called on to offer some 
remarks, for the purpose of defining his position 
in relation to the question before the Senate. He 
was impelled to that course at that time, not by 
any desire to occupy the attention of the Senate in 
any discussion of the question, not with the view 
of imposing the slightest obstacle, but because he 
wished to place himself right before that body and 
the country. He availed himself, then, of the op- 
portunity of stating, clearly and distinetly, that at 


her admission on these unequal terms. 
is to be } laced on any other 


} 
one 
i 


nS ) 
no time, nor under any circumstances, had he ever, 
for one moment, entertained the slightest opposi- 
tion to the measure of annexation itself. On the 


| contrary, all the inducements, all the feelings that 


could opefite upon and actuate a faithful public 
servant, had led him clearly, decidedly, and strong- 
He stated distinctly 
that, for every reason that could operate upon a 
man, upon a cilizen, upon a Senator, he had been 
at all times in favor of the annexation of Texas; 
and he thought that he would be able to satisfy 


| that chamber that he had at least, to a reasonable 


extent, practically manifested that disposition be- 
yond adoubt. It was anew question in the his- 
tory of the country. The first form in which it 
was presented was in the treaty of 1844. He 
voted for it. It was rejected by a large majority; 
and then, for the first time, according to his know!- 
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Jennies or the steam-engine. 


edve and understanding on the subject, it was 
brought forward in legislative form. Upon that 
point, also, he had an equal desire not to be mis- 
understood: and he then would state, in the hear- 
ing of that honorable body, and in the hearing of 
the American people, that he did strongly, sin- 
cerely, conscientiou ly doubt whether the power 
to admit foreien States into the Union was vested 
in Coneress by the Constitution. That doubt he 
‘don a former occasion; and to that 
n gave expression now. But, in re- 
vard to that doubt, as with regard to all others that 


had express 
doubt he ag: 





could encumber the mind of a public man, he could 
only say that he felt that he was bound to rerard 
the views and sentiments entertained by those 
whom it was his pride to represent. The Legisla- 
ture of Alabama, for years before he had become 
one of that body, (the Senate)—and therefore he 
consoled himself with the reflection that their in- 
were intended for him alone—had in- 
structed their representatives in the Senate, and in 


structions 


the other branch of the Levislature, to use their 
best exertions for the admission of Texas into the 
United States. Those instructions he had fulfilled 
ty the letter: and yet, if he had been instructed 
upon a particular mode by which that object was 
to be accomplished—dear as popularity was to 
him—he would have vacated his seat in that body 
rather than have advocated that mode which his 
judement condemned, But that having been a 
doubtful point, as to the mode in which this meas. 
ure was to be accomplished, he had steadily en- 
deavored to pursue that course to which the wishes 
of his constituents had pointed. In 1844 those 
who were then chareed with the execution of the 
powers of this Government formed their opinions 
as to the proper mode of admitting Texas. But 
findine that that was defective, another mode was 
proposed, and those who could take the trouble to 
examine both propositio would find that that 
ninendment 


ying h had some 


arency in—provided not 
nlone for the accomplishme nit of the object by 
tre aty, but provide dl the levislative also. At eve ry 
sta re of the pr weeds ws on this | restion, he had 
been actine, or at least endeavoring to act, with 
those who had the measure mostat heart. When 
it caine in the form of a treaty from another part 
of the Government, he had subsequently resorted 


to the alternative of taking the chances both by 

So much with regard 

to the course which he had taken in this matter. 
\I irked outa they 


cal principle and nolitieal action. it had hee n his 


treaty and lemisiative action. 


were by differences of politi- 





misfortune to difl from some of the most emi- 
nent men on the other side of the House. And so 
also he had been called to differ with some of the 
most eminent men on his own side of the Hou 


relative to the mode of accomplishing the measure. 


Vs 


And, if he desired to seek a reason stronger than 
any other, the earryine out of which would tend to 
perpetuate and establish this Union, it would be 
hy tal Ing rround in direct opposition to one of the 
propositions laid down by the honorable Senator 
He differed distinetly and 
emphatically not only from that gentleman, but 


- 4 
from Massachusetts. 


from all those who believed that the extension of 


eur territorial limits was calculated to impair the 
streneth of this Union. On the contrary, he he- 
lieved that, under the operation of this federative 
system—this glorious federative system—every 
new State, no matter if it were located even on the 
distant shores of the Pacific, is to us but an addition- 
a! pillarof strength. Coming from the section of the 
Union he represented, it was not likely that he would 
b upposed to object to the constitution of Texas 
as it now stood. He maintained principles at va- 
riance with those adyanced by the honorable Sen- 
ator from Connecticut. In his opinion, the Con- 
dress of the United States, in the admission of a 
new State into the Union, had no mare power to 
prohibit slavery on one or another side ofa given 
line, than it had to interdict the action of spinning- 
} States coming into 
this Union came in on terms of equality with the 
original States, and the citizens were entitled to 
all the rights of property that attached to them as 
citizens of the United States. But he forbore en- 
tering on that view of the subject. Congress had 
butone solitary duty to perform. He availed him- 
self of that opportunity to say that no one voted 
more cheerfully than he did for the admission of 
ce . , : atom th > 

fexas into the Union, although differing with 


many of those with whom he was associated in re- | 


-which he took that opportunity of 
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gard to the mode; but, as had been well said by the 


Senator from Georgia—he meant the Senator far- 
thest from him, {Mr. emg, Km is not now the 
question—the deed is done. Texas has disrobed 
herself of her sovereignty. The faith of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States is pledged. We 
have now nothing left todo but to admit or reject 
her. He was prepared, fully prepared, to admit 
her, and in all respects to pursue towards her the 
same course that he would with any other member 
of this creat confederacy of free States. 

The call for the yeas and nays being agreed to, 
the question was then taken, and decided as fol- 
low 8: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Archer, Ashley, Atchi- 
son, Atherton, Bagby, Barrow, Benton, Berrien, 
Breese, Calhoun, Cass, Chalmers, Colquitt, Dick- 
inson, Dix, Fairfield, Hannegan, Haywood, Jen- 
ness, Johnson of Louisiana, Levy, Lewis, Man- 
gum, Niles, Pennybacker, Sevier, Speight, Stur- 
reon, Turney, and Westcott—31. 

NAYS—Messrs. Thomas Clayton, John M. 
Clayton, Corwin, Davis, Dayton, Evans, Greene, 
Huntington, Miller, Phelps, Simmons, Upham, 


Webster, and Woodbridge—14. 
So the joint resolution was passed. 
PURCHASE OF CUBA. 

Mr. LEVY submitted the following resolution, 
which lies over under the rule: 

Resolved, That, in the opinion gf the Senate, it is 
advisable for the President to open negotiations 
with the Government of Spain for the cession to 
the United States of the Island of Cuba, the in- 
habitants of said Island consenting thereto. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate 
a message from the President of the United States, 
communicating an account of the expenditures and 
disburements connected with the China mission; 
which was laid on the table, and ordered to be 
printed. 


Mr. BENTON offered the following resolution, 
which was considered and acreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs be instructed to inquire into the expediency 
of organizing a company of sappers and miners and 
pontonte rs. 

Mr. SPEIGHT introduced, on leave, a bill to 
aid the State of Mississippi in the construction of 
a railroad from Jackson, through Brandon, to the 
western boundary of Alabama, and asking fora 
grant of land for that purpose; which was read 
twice, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

Mr. DICKINSON introduced, on leave, a bill 
for the relief of the legal representatives of William 
B. Cheever, deceased; which was read twice, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. ASHLEY, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, to which was referred the Senate bill for 
the admission of Texas, reported a substitute for 
that bill; which was read, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. BREESE, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported a bill for the relief of William El- 
liott, of Fulton, Ulinois, without amendment. 

On motion of Mr. ALLEN, the Senate proceed- 


ed to the consideration of Executive business; and, 


after some time spent therein, 
The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Mownpay, December 22, 1845. 


The reading of the Journal being commenced— 

Mr. BRODHEAD rose and moved to dispense 
with it, as he understood it would consume an hour 
or more. 

Mr. PETTIT objecting, 

The motion was not pressed. 

The Clerk having made a little further progress, 

Mr. BOYD renewed the motion to dispense with 
the reading, observing that it would be a useless 
consumption of time. 

Mr. PETTIT objected. 

The SPEAKER stated it would require a vote 
of two-thirds to dispense with the reading. 

Mr. BOYD hoped two-thirds would vote for it. 

Mr. PETTIT hoped not. They could only 
know the Journal was correct by the reading. 


. { 
The motion was agreed to; and the further read- 


ing was dispensed with. 


Dec. 22, 
Mr. G. W. JONES wished for the pend 
certain portions of it. 

Mr. PETTIT objected, unless the whole were 
read. 





ing of 


AFRICAN SLAVE TRADE. 


The SPEAKER, on leave, laid before the House 
a communication from the President of the United 
States, communicating, in reply to the resolution 
of the House of 25th February last, a report from 
the Secretary of State, together with the corres. 
yates of George W. Slacum, late consul of the 
Jnited States at Rio Janeiro, with the Departne; t 
of State, relative to the African slave trade: which. 
On motion of Mr. JOSEPH JOHNSON, was 
laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. ; 


"CHAPLAIN. 


The SPEAKER said that, according to an order 
adopted by the House on Friday last, the first syl)- 
ject in the regular order of business was the choice 
of Chaplain. 

The following nominations were then made : 
3y Mr. BRODHEAD: Rev. A. A. Muller, 
By Mr. BOYD: tev. W.A. Milburne. 
By Mr. BRINKERHOFF: Rev. Win. Spro! 
By Mr. DUNLAP: 
By Mr. FOOTE: 

By Mr. STANTON: 

By Mr. McDOWELL: 
sy Mr. I. E. HOLMES: 
3y Mr. CRANSTON : 
By Mr. HOPKINS: 

3y Mr. J. THOMPSON : 
by Mr. RATHBUN: Rev. Mr. Hovey. 
By Mr. HAMLIN : Rev. Mr. Dewey. 

After these nominations had been made— 

Mr. PETTIT moved that the election be s 
vended until the Senate shall have chosen. 

The CHAIR said that as the House was actn 
ally engaged in making the election, the nomina- 
tions having been made, it was too late to move a 
postponement. 


Mr. PETTIT asked to be excused from voting, 
and his reasons, he said, for the request, were 
these 

A member here rose to make a nomination— 
Mr. Perrtir proceeded: The gentleman can make 
no nomination that will secure my vote. [| do not 
believe that this House, or that Congress, has any 
fostering care over any subject upon which they 
have not power to legislate; nor that they have any 
power to appropriate or spend money for the ad- 
vancement of any object upon which they cannot 
legislate. It is clear by the Constitution of the Uni- 
ted States that this House, or Congres, cannot legis- 
late on the subject of religion. I therefore believ: 
that it isa direct and palpable violation of the Con- 
stitution, to foster in any form or manner, any reli- 
gion whatsoever, or to pay out one dollar, aye, one 
farthing, of the public money, on that object. Be- 
lieving so, I ask to be excused from voting. 

And the question being taken, Mr. P. was ex- 
cused. 

Mr. SAWYER, of Ohio, desired, also, to be ex- 
cused from voting; because, he said, he had conse! 
entious scruples, and did not believe that he could 
vote consistently with the oath he had taken. 

And the question being taken, Mr. 8. was also 
excused. 

Messrs. Bropueap, Born, and Brinkeruorr, 
were then appointed tellers to count the votes. 

There were three votes taken: The result is as 
follows: 


Rey. Sept. Tuston. 
Rev. R. R. Gurley. 
Rey. c. C. Connor. 
Rev. G. W. Maley. 
Rev. W. M. Daley. 
Rev. +. H. Stockton. 
Rev. Mr. Matthews. 
Rev. C. Dickson. 


us- 





Ist Ballot. 2d Ballot. 3d Ballot. 
Rev. Mr. Milburne. .. .35. 2... 2.59. .00- 105 
Rev. Mr. Sprole. .. «24.6006 ++.36. 0004+. +63 
Rev. Mr. Gurley... 22.27.6600 0 BQ eee eee oD 
Rev. Mr. Connor, « . ...24. «0 0 000-26. 0-025 010 
Rev. Mr. Tuston......2]........15..withdrawn. 
Rev. Mr. Stockton.....9.........1..withdrawn. 
Rev. Mr. Muller.......11....withdrawn. 
Rev. Mr. Matthews.....9....withdrawn. 
Rev. Mr. Maley... © ...6...+. ...6.. withdrawn. 
Rev. Mr. Daley.....+-10....+4..4 
Rev. Mr. Hovey.......4 
Rev. Mr. Dixon.......2....withdrawn. 
Scattering. ...2.ee+++-1 


_—— 
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The Rev. Mr. Micsvurve having received a ma- 
jority of the whole number of votes given in on 
the third ballot, was declared duly elected Chap- 


_—_— 
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jain to Congress on the part of the House of Rep- 
resentatives for the present session. 

During the ballot for Chaplain, a mesage, in 
writing, was received from the President, which 
was laid on the Speaker’s table without reading. 


NATURALIZATION LAWS. 


The SPEAKER announced the unfinished busi- 
ness to be the resolutions (heretofore under.dis- 
cussion) in relation to a modification of the nat- 
uralization laws. 


SUPERINTENDENT OF FOLDING-ROOM. 


Mr. GEORGE W. JONES moved that the | 


House, in pursuance of the order adopted on Fri- 
day last, do now proceed to the election of a su- 
erintendent and assistant of the folding-room. 

The SPEAKER said he thought the motion 
was not in order; and that it would require a sus- 
pension of the rules, and a vote of two-thirds. 

Mr. JONES submitted that the question was a 
privileged one, and that it was clearly the intention 
of the House, when it adopted the order on F'ri- 
day last, to proceed to its execution at the first 
moment it might bein its power to do so. 

The SPEAKER, on a moment’s eeflection, ex- 
pressed the opinion that it was competent for the 
House, by a majority vote, to proceed to the elec- 
tion of these officers. 

Mr. KENNEDY, of Indiana, suggested that the 
resolution did not apply to this session of Con- 
gress. 

* The SPEAKER directed that the resolution 
should be read; which was done. 

After a brief conversation on a point of order, 

Mr. JONES submitted the following resolu- 
tions, which he thought would answer every pur- 
Ose ¢ 

Resolved, That the doorkeeper be authorized to 
employ in his department eight messengers and 
six pages only, and two laborers; and that the 
superintendent of the folding-room may have the 
entire control of said room. 

Resolved, That he be authorized to employ such 
persons as he may think proper to do the folding, 
at a rate not exceeding seventy-five cents per thou- 
sand for small documents. 

Mr. G. S. HOUSTON rose to a point of order. 
He submitted that when the original resolution 
had been offered on Friday last, the resolutions in- 
troduced by the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
{Mr. Winrurop,] in relation to the naturalization 
laws, were before the House; and that the ven- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Hunrt,] was enti- 
tled to the floor. Was it not out of order now for 
any centleman to attempt to wrest the floor from 
him, even on a caletaaed question ? 

The SPEAKER said,-that a resolution having 
been adopted on Friday last, that the House would 


thereafter go into the election of certain officers— | 


and these officers looking to the organization of 
the House—the question was a privileged ques- 
ton; but the Speaker did not think that it was 
now competent to introduce a new resolution. It 
was competent, the Chair thought, for the gentle- 
man to move that the House go into the election 
now; but it was not competent for the Chair to 
decide when the election should take place. ‘That 
was a question which the House must determine. 


A message was received from the Senate, in- 


forming the House that the Senate had concurred 
in the joint resolutions of this House, providing 


oo admission of the State of ‘Texas into the 
nion, 


[Some manifestations of applause, exhibited in | 


several parts of the House, were repressed by the 
Speaker. ] 


The question was then declared by the Speaker 


to be, on prenting to the election of superin- | 


tendent and assistant of the folding-room. 
Mr. BOYD inquired.if it was debatable. 
lhe SPEAKER replied in the negative. 


“Mr. G. S. HOUSTON rose to a point of order. | 
was not opposed to the election of these offi- | 
cers; but he desired that it should be done ina |: 


proper manner, if at all. 

Mr. BOYD. Lunderstand the Speaker to say 
that the question was not debatable. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is speaking 
to a point of order. 

Mr. G. 8S. HOUSTON submitted that the gen- 
tleman from New York (Mr. Hunt] was entitled 
to the floor, and could not thus be interrupted. 


Mr. BOYD. Does the gentleman appeal from 
the decision of the Chair? 

The SPEAKER, in answer to Mr. Hovsron’s 
point of order, said, that the gentleman fror 
‘Tennessee |Mr. Jones] had been recognised by 
the Chair to-day before the gentleman from New 
York (Mr. Hunt] had taken the floor. 

Mr. HAMLIN Inquire d of the Chair, whether 
there was any necessity by the rules that the vote 
in the election of these officers should be taken 
viva voce! 

The SPEAKER said he thought that the rule 
was imperative in the election of all officers. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Are we acting in the recular 
order of business, or under a suspension of the 
rules? 

The SPEAKER. 
business. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Then I move (with a view to 
save time) to dispense with the viva voce vote, and 
that the question be taken by tellers. 

The SPEAKER. The first question is, Will 
the House now proceed fo the election of these 
officers? After that question is decided, it will 
be in order to move to suspend the rule which re- 
quires the election to be viva voce. 

Mr. JONES modified his motion, so as to in- 
corporate therein the motion of Mr. Hamuin, that 
the House proceed to the election by tellers. 

Whereupon, Mr. JENKINS moved that the 
whole subject be laid on the table. 

Mr. BOYD asked the yeas and nays, which 
(after a brief conversation) were ordered ; and, 
being taken, resulted as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Anderson, Arnold, Benton, 
Biges, James Black, Bowlin, Brinkerhoff, Wil- 
liam G. Brown, William W. Campbell, John H. 
Campbell, Colin, Darragh, De Mott, Dillingham, 
Ellsworth, Erdman, Faran, Ficklin, Fries, Giles, 
Goodyear, Gordon, Grover, Hamlin, Hoge, Hen- 
ley, Isaac KE. Holmes, Hough, Samuel D. Hubbard, 
Hungerford, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Jenkins, An- 
drew Johnson, Kennedy, Preston King, Maclay, 
McClean, MecClernand, Miller, Morris, Niven, 
Owen, Parish, Rathbun, Reid, Russell, Sawtelle, 
Scammon, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, Stanton, 
Strong, Wentworth, Wheaton, Williams, Wood, 
and Woodworth—57. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, John Q. Adams, Ste- 
phen Adams, Ashmun, Barringer, Bedinger, Jas. 
A. Black, Blanchard, Boyd, Milton Brown, Buf- 
fington, Cathcart, Chase, Chipman, Clarke, Cobb, 
Collamer, Cranston, Crozier, Cullom, Cummins, 
Cunningham, Daniel, Garrett Davis, Delano, Dix- 
on, Dockery, Dromgoole, Ewing, Foot, Foster, 
Giddines, Graham, Grider, Harper, Herrick, Hil- 
liard, Elias B. Holmes, Hopkins, George 8S. Hous- 
ton, Washington Hunt, James B. Hunt, Charles 
J. Ingersoll, Joseph Johnson, George W. Jones, 
Daniel P. King, Thomas B. King, Leake, Leib, 
Lewis, Lumpkin, McConnell, MeCrate, McDow- 
ell, McGaughey, McHenry, Mclivaine, McKay, 
Marsh, John P. Martin, Barelay Martin, Norris, 
Payne, Perrill, Pollock, Price, Ramsey, Rit er, 
Roberts, Julius Rockwell, John A. Rockwell, 
Root, Runk, Sawyer, Alexander D. Sims, Leon- 
ard TH. Simms, Truman Smith, Albert Smith, 
Starkweather, Stewart, St. John, Strohm, Thibo- 
deux, Thomasson, Jacob Thompson, Thurman, 
Tibbatts, Tilden, Trumbo, Vance, Vinton, White, 
Wick, Wilmot, Winthrop, Woodruff, Woodward, 
Yancey, and Young—99. 

So the House decided that the whole subject 
should not be laid on the table. . 

The question then recurred on the modified mo- 
tion of Mr. Jones. 


Pending which motion, the House adjourned, 


Under the regular order of 


The following Petitions and Memorials were pre- 


sented under the rule, and referred to the appro- 
priate committees: 


By Mr. HUNGERFORD: Petition of the inhabitants of 
Jefferson county, New York, for a duty on certain articles 
which come in competition with pot and pearl ashes: refer- 
red to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WENTWORTH: Petition of William Moore, of 
Littlefort, Lake county, Illinois, for relief: referred to the 
Committee on Private Land Claims. 

By Mr. ABBOTT: Petition of Isaze R, Howe, and 33 
others, citizens of Haverhill, in the State of Massachusetts, 
praying that a Congress of nations may be instituted for the 
settlement of national disputes. 

By Mr. HAMLIN: Petition of Lucy Fobes for a pension: 
referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions 

By Mr. SAWTELLE: Petition of James Wyman: refer- 
red to the Committee en Invalid Pensions. 
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By Mr. CALEB B. SMITH: Remonstrance of Samuel R. 
Jobnson, and 128 others, citizens of Wayne county, Indiana, 
against the admission of Texas as a slave State; also, a re 
monstrance of Henry Hoover, and seven others, citizens of 
Wayne county, Indiana, of the same character; also, a re 


monstrance of Frederick Hoover, of Wayne county, Indi 
ana, of the same character, 

By Mr. SEVERANCE: Remonstrance of John How, of 
Abbott, Maine, and 26 others; of Seth May, and 30 other, 
of Winthrop, Maine; of Thomas M, Clarke, and 42 others ; 
of Robert Goodenow, and 80 others, legal voters of Farm 
ington, Maine, against the annexation of Texas; of Charles 
C, Core, and 134 inhabitants of Calais, Maine; of Samuel 
Boothby, and 56 citizens of Leeds, Maine, all against the 
annexation of Texas; remonstrance of Jonathan Garland, 
and 108 other citizens of Winslow, Maine; of Elisha Good 
wvyn, and 43 other citizens of Detroit, Maine; of Morvile 
Prescott, and 2 other citizens of Ripley, Maine; of Amos 
Low, of Waterville, Maine; all against the admission of 
Texas as a slave-holding State, 

By Mr, RATHBUN: Petition of John F, Sprague, and 
about 200 others, citizens of Cayuga county, New York, 
praying for the improvement of the harbor at Little Sodus 
bay, on Lake Ontario; which was referred to the Comnnit 
tee on Commerce, Also, the petition of A. G. Stevens, of 
Ruffalo, New York, for the reduction of postage: referred to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads, 


IN SENATE. 
Tvespay, December 23, 1845. 

The Journal havine been read— 

Mr. WEBSTER rose and said: Mr. President, 
by this morning’s mail [ have received memorials 
simned by several thousands of our fellow-citizens, 
remonstrating against the admission of Texas as a 
slave State. The bill for the admission of Texas 
passed yesterday. These memorials, therefore, 
are a little too late for Texas, but they may do for 
Cuba. > ; 

The memorials were laid on the table. 

Mr. JENNESS presented a number of similar 
memorials: which also were laid upon the table. 

Mr. BREESE presented the petition of Emeline 
Owens, widow of the late Colonel J. T. Qwens, 
praying compensation for the use and occupation 
of her premises and furniture at Chicago, in 1832, 
by General Winfield Seott, while on his expedition 
against the Sac and Fox Indians; and also for the 
loss of her winter vegetables, bacon, flour, &e., 
&c., used by said officer and his companions-in- 
arms; which were referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. BREESE also presented the petition of J 
C. Brown and others, praying the establishment 
ofa mail route from Cairo, at the mouth of the 
Ohio river, to Belleville, [linois: which was refer- 
red to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

Mr. CASS presented the following resolution; 
which was read, and, no objection being made, 
was acreed to: 

Re solved, That the Committee on Commerce he 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of making 
an appropriation for the purpose of deepening the 
channel on the flats at the mouth of the river St. 
Clair, in the State of Michigan. 

Mr. C. also presented the memorial of John 
Crowell, late Creck Indian agent, asking to be re- 
munerated for extra expenses and services while 
such arent: which was referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. DAVIS presented the petition of Charles 
Fletcher, of Lancaster, praying a mail route from 
a point five miles west of Conical Bluffs to Ore- 
von; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. DIX presented the petition of Daniel B. 
Baker, praying for an invalid pension; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. LEWIS presented the petition of Hugh 
Wallace Wormly, praying to be allowed a pen- 
sion; which was referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

Mr. WESTCOTT presented the memorial of 
the Legislature of Florida, asking for the appoint- 
ment of a board of commissioners to ascertain 
losses of citizens of Florida (for which the United 
States should make remuneration) in the Seminole 
war; which was ordered to be printed, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. W. also presented the petition of Colonel 
Robert Butler, of Tallahassee, Florida, for remu- 
neration for private property applied to public uses; 
which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. W..also presented the petition of Archibald 


|S. Smith, jr., of Florida, for remuneration for 
| cattle, &c., appropriated to the use of General 
| Jackson’s troops in Florida, in 1818; which was 


referred to the Committee on Claims. 
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Mr. W. further presented the petition of Mrs. 
Susan McCullogh, widow of B. McCullogh, de- 
ceased, lieutenant of United States navy, praying 
a pension; which was reft rred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. BARROW presented the petitions of A. M. 
Gray and others, praying the coutirmation of cer- 
tain land claims in the State of Louisiana; which 
was referred to the Committee on Private Land 
Claims. 

Mr. B. also, pursuant to notice, asked and ob- 
tained leave to introduce **a bill to provide for a 
survey of the mouth of the Red river, in the State 
of Louisiana;”? which was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Vr. STURGEON presented the memorial of 
Henry Etting,a purser in the United States navy, 
pray ing to be indemnuifie d for eX pe nses and loss« 8 
mecurred in a suit against the Commercial Bank of 
New Orleans, for the recovery of public money de- 
posited in said bank; which was referred to the 
Commitiee on Claims. 


REFERENCE OF PRESIDENTS MESSAGE. 
Mr. NELES moved that so much of the Presi- 
dent's Message as refers to the post office and post 
roads be referred to the Committee on the Post Of- 
fice and Post Roads; wluch motion was agreed to. 
Ir. BENTON moved thatso much of the Pres- 
ident’s Message as refers to the condition of the 
army of the United Siates be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs; which was agreed to, 
Mr. FAIRFIELD moved that so much of the 
President’s Message as refers to the navy of the 
United referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs; which motion also was agreed to. 
Mr. BREESE moved that so much of the Presi- 
dent’s Message as recommends the graduation and 
reduction of the price of the public lands, the poli V 
of granting pre-emptions, and the sale of the min- 
eral lands, be referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands; which was agreed to. 
Mr. DICKINSON moved that so much of the 


President’s Messave as relates to manufactures, the 


States be 


mechanic arts, and the wages of labor, be referred 
to the Committee on Manufacture 8; which motion 
was agreed to, 

Mr. SEVIER moved that so much of the Presi- 
detit’s Message as refers to our Indian relations be 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs; which 
Was acre d to, 

Mr. NILES submitted the following resolution, 
which was considered and agreed to: 

Resolved, ‘That the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads be instructed to re port a bill pro- 
viding for conveying the United States mail to and 
within the State of "Texas, so far as, in their 


judgment, the public interest may require. 


HOLYDAYS. 


On motion, it was Resolved, ‘That when the Sen- 
ate adjourns it adjourn to meet on Monday. 

Mr. ALLEN subsequently moved a reconsider- 
ation of this vote, on the ground that there was a 
constitutional provision which prohibited an ad- 
journment for such a length of time; but the mo- 
uon did not prevail, the sense of the Senate being 
that the period embraced by the adjournment came 
within the meaning of the constitutional provision. 

On motion of Mr. BREESE, it was 

Ordered, ‘That 5,000 extra copies of the report of 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office be 
printed without the maps, for the use of the Senate. 

Mr. BEN'TON presented a petition of David D. 
Porter, praying a pension for Mrs. Evelina Porter, 
widow of Commodore Porter; which was referred 
to the Commiitee on Naval Affairs. 

The PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a re- 
port upon the contingent expenses of the Senate; 
which, on motion of Mr. Sevier, was ordered to 
be printed, 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. BEN'TON, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, reported a bill to organize a company of 
suppers and miners and pontoniers, in pursuance 
ofa resolution referred to said committee on yes- 
terday. Also, a bill to repeal the act of 1842, abol- 


ishing the office of second Inspector-General of 
the army. 


EXTENSION OF THE UNITED STATES LAWS 
OVER TEXAS. 

On motion of Mr. ASHLEY, the previous or- 

ders were postponed, for the purpose of taking up 


the bill, reported by him yesterday from the Com- 


United States over the State of ‘Texas, as amended 
by that Committee. 


The Senate then proceeded, as in Committee of 


the Whole, to the consideration of the bill, which | passed into a law, than to make a more ex 


is as follows: 


AN ACT to extend the laws of the United States 


over the State of ‘l'exas, and for other purposes. 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Represen- 
tatives of the United Slates of America in Congress 
assembled, ‘hat all the laws of the United States 
are hereby declared to extend to and over, and to 
have full force and effect within the State of ‘Texas, 
admitted at the present session of Congress into 
the confederacy and union of the United States. 


Sec. 2. dnd be it further enacted, ‘That the said | 


State of Texas shall constitute one judicial district, 


judge shall be appointed, who shail reside therein, 


and who shall receive a salary of two thousand | 


dollars per annum, and who shall hold the first 


term of said court at Galveston on the first Mon- 


day of February next, and at such other tumes and | 


places in said district as may be provided by law, 


or as said judge may order; and that said court | 
shall have and exercise the same powers and juris- | 


diction as have been conferred by law on the dis- 


trict courts of the United States; and, also, shall | 


have and exercise the powers and jurisdiction of a 
cireuit court of the United States ; and appeals and 


writs of error shall lie from the decisions of said || eq that the arrangement proposed should be tem- 


district and circuit courts for the district of ‘Texas 
to the Supreme Court of the United States, in the 
same cases as from a circuit court of the United 


States to said Supreme Court, and under the same | 


regulations. 


Sec. 3. dnd be it further enacted, That there shall 


be appointed in and for said district a person learn- 
ed in the law, to act as attorney of the United 
States for said district; and also a person to act as 
marshal of the United States for said district, each 
of whom shall receive an annual salary of two hun- 
dred dollars, and also such compensation and fees 
for official services as have been or may be pro- 
vided by law for the United States district attor- 
neys and marshals; and the judge of said court 


shall appoint a clerk there for, who shall receive | 


like compensation and fees as have been or may 
be allowed by law to clerks of the district and cir- 
cuit courts of the United States. 


Mr. SPEIGHT wished to call the attention of | 


the committee to one fact. In a conversation with 
the President last evening, it had been suggested 
that no provision was made for the appomtment 
of collectors of the revenue. 

Mr. WESTCOTYT said that he had prepared 
an amendment covering that ground. 


Mr. ASHLEY remarked tiat the Committee on | 


the Judiciary did not feel themselves authorized to 
make provision in the bill for the establishment of 
collection districts or post offices. ‘They had con- 
fined themselves to judicial districts. And this 
bill was designed to be temporary in its operation, 
until one could be matured and presented in de- 
tail. Its passage was necessary to the carrying on 
of the Government. 


Mr. SPEIGHT said it was important that our | 


revenue laws should be extended over ‘Texas, with 
a view of collecting the revenue of the country. 


There were no collectors acting there under the | 
authority of the United States; and, for this reason, | 
he repeated the suggestion that provision in this | 


articular should be made without delay. Al- 
| i 


though he was not sufficiently acquainted with the | 


country to state where collectors should be estab- 


lished, it was certainly important that there be one 


at Galveston. 


Mr. WESTCOTT offered a fourth section to | 
the bill, drawn in nearly the same phraseology as | 


that which was passed to operate over Florida on 
her admission into the Union, having reference to 
the collection of the revenue. 


He said he had sub- | 


mitted this amendment because they were without | 


knowledge as to the proper points for establishing | 


ports of entry; and, in the absence of Senators 
and Representatives from Texas, it appeared to 


him that it would not be proper to make anything | 


more than a temporary arrangement on the sub- 
ject. It merely contemplated that the President of 


the United States should temporarily organize such 


collection districts as he might think proper, and | 
He understood that a similar | 


appoint collectors. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


|| provision, relative to the Post Office Departme; 
mittee on the Judiciary, to extend the laws of the’ |) 


| fast as it could be done. 


Dec. 23, 








iy 


would be presented from the Committee oy, 1), 
Post Oifice and Post Roads. hes 

Mr. HAYWOOD remarked that it would } 
more difficult to amend the bill if it should jy 


tender 
provision atonce. Of course, he had no a 
delay this matter, but would rather expedite jt 
He did not fee! any de- 
cided repugnance to giving discretionary power to 
the President to establish ports of entry—in ot), . 


us 


| words, to make laws; but, by a glance at the con. 


_ was not to be transierred to the United S 
| the State Government was organized, 


stitution of ‘Texas, he perceived that this power 
States unl 
, A ; The elec- 
tions in ‘Texas did not take place until the 934 
yesterday; and he thought that they could mature 
proper laws to answer all purposes, without the 


. : : |, risk of being too hasty. With this view. he } 
to be called the district of Texas, for which one | 6 y » he moved 


that the bill, with the amendments, be referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. He had no doubt 
should this course be adopted, that the committes 
would report at the next meeting of the Senate 
Mr. WESTCOTT observed that, in his opinion 
Texas was ip a position to be subjected to the 
revenue laws af the United States; and, until col- 
lection districts were established, a foreign vessel 
could not enter her ports, and its goods could not 


| be landed, nor could a clearance be effected. Moer- 


chandise could not be entered at New Orleans and 
shipped there, even if they had a good conveyance. 
And he repeated that his amendment only desicn- 


porary, until the Senators and Representatives 
trom ‘l'exas arrived here, and made Concress ac- 
quainted with the necessities of the country. No 
one could now say what were the proper points 
for ports of entry: of this they were ignorant, 
He was opposed to the reference moved by the 
Senator from North Carolina, because it would 
occasion delay; and he trusted that the Senator 
would see that his (Mr. Wesrcorr’s) amendment 
was merely designed as a temporary arrangement 
for the convenience of the people of Texas, and to 
carry out the measure of her admission. The 
adoption of a temporary provision would 
Congress time to mature a settled system. 
Mr. HAYWOOD contended that there was no 
absolute necessity that the bill should be passed 
to-day. He had always been opposed to haste 
where important questions were involved. Every- 
thing should be done with due deliberation. He 
made no profession of confidence in the President, 
but was willing that his acts should speak for him; 
but he stood here to oppose, unless there was ac- 
tual necessity, the conferring of power on the Pres- 
ident to make offices and continue offices at plea- 
sure. That it was wrong to pass such a provision 
in the case of Floriday he would not say; there 
might have been necessity for it. He meant, how- 


ove 


| ever, to suggest to Senators that there was no 


necessity for such a measure on this oceasion. 
‘There was nothing that now demanded they should 
pass laws because the country would suffer. ‘The 
Senate, after its adjournment to-day, will not meet 
again until Saturday; and during the holydays, 
the committees would devote their labors to ma- 
turing a bill less liable to objection, and which 
would doubtless answer the purpose desired. 
Three days would not postpone the maiter for too 
long a time. The question involved important 
principles, and should not be hurried through 
without a moment’s time and reflection. If we 
are So ignorant that we know not where to fix the 
boundaries of the collection districts of this terra 
incognita, we should take time to learn. It was 
proposed to extend the revenue laws; and he was 
not willing to transfer to the President all the 
power such a measure conveyed. The subject 
called for more delay. ; 
Mr. DAVIS had no very decided choicc— 


_whether they should leave ar to the Pres- 


ident, or legislate now. He did not think that 
three days (until the next session of the Senate) 
would make much difference. He rather felt in- 
clined to spread the legislation before the country, 
than to confer the authority on the Executive ; !! 
was more in conformity with the genius and char- 
acter of our Government. He rose chiefly to sy 
that he did not think there would be any next! 
cable difficulty. It seemed to him, as a matter 0! 
course, that when a State was admitted, the laws 
of the United States, ex vi termini, extended over 
it. 
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Mr. WESTCOTT, as he did not wish to em- 





THE C 


parrass the question, would, if in order, withdraw | 


his amendment. 


Mr. SPEIGHT hoped not, as he intended to 


submit a modification. ; . i 

\Ir. WESTCOTT said that it was his intention 
to move instructions to the Committee on Com- 
merce on the subject, and thus effect his object. 

Mr. SPEIGHT then proposed to the Senator 
from Florida to modify the amendment—that the 
revenue laws be extended over Galveston, Brazos, 
Corpus Christi, &c., as he understood these to be 
the largest ports of collection. 


Mr. BERRIEN trusted that the Senator from 1 


Florida would withdraw his amendment, and 
suffer the bill reported from the Judiciary Com- 
mittee to beacted on, After it shall have been 
disposed of, instructions could then with pro- 
riety be direeted to the Committee on Commerce 
aud the Post Office, to establish collection districts 
ad post offices. 


Mr. WESTCOTT, as this mode was probably 


best calculated to expedite business, withdrew his | 


amendment. 

Mr. NILES submitted an amendment, to the 
efect that, until further provision be made by Con- 
vress, the President of the United States may, and 
is authorized to, establish post routes, and make 


contracts of a temporary character for carrying | 


mails. 

Mr. BERRIEN remarked that this amendment 
was liable to the same objection as the other. He 
hoped that the report of the Judiciary Committee 
would not be embarrassed by amendments; but, 
in relation to post offices, that a similar course 
would be pursued as that in relation to the revenue 
—subjects for the appropriate committees. 

Mr. NILES was understood to say that the 


considered the subject; and it was, in their opin- 
ion, necessary to adopt the amendment which he 
had submitted. 

The question was taken on the amendment, and 
it was disagreed to. . 

Mr. WESTCOTT submitted an amendment, for 
the surrender, by Texas, to the United States, of 
forts, arsenals, dock-yards, &c. 

Mr. ASHLEY asked the Senator to withdraw 
the amendment. It had no necessary connexion 
with the bill, which merely proposed an extension 
of our laws, and to which he believed there was no 
objection. 

Mr. WESTCOTT withdrew his amendment. 

The question was taken on the amendment of the 
Judiciary Committee, and was agreed to. 

The bill was then taken out of the committee of 
the whole, and reported to the Senate; and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, 


ELECTION OF CHAPLAIN. 


| blank votes had been reported. 


goods imported into said State of Texas, from and 
after the period at Which the act admitting the said 
State into the Union shall be finally executed, and 
under the provisions of the laws of the United 
States already passed. 

On motion of Mr, DAYTON, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of Executive business; 
and, after some time spent therein, 

‘Lhe Senate adjourned. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tvespay, December 23, 1845. 

The Journal of yesterday having been read— 

Mr. FARAN stated, that in the election of Chap- 
lain yesterday he had voted blank three mes; that 
he had observed in reading the Journal that no 
He wished to in- 
quire if, in viva voce elections, blank votes were 
not reported and counted in the general result. 

The CHAIR answered, that in viva voce elections 
no notice had ever been taken on the Journals or 
in the count of votes for ** blank.’’ 

The Journal was then approved. 

MAPS. 

Mr. COCKE, from the Committee on Engrav- 
ing, rose to make a report. 

Objections were made. 

The SPEAKER said that the question was a 
privileged question, because, by the rule of the 
House, the Committee on Engraving was empow- 
ered to report at all times. 

Mr. COCKE thereupon reported the following 
resolution, which was read and adopted: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of this House be dt 


| rected to procure the engraving, as soon as possi- 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads had || 


ble, of 16,135 copies of a map accompanying the 


| documents transmitted with the Annual Message 


of the President of the United States at this ses- 


| sion. 


Mr. McDOWELL rose to a question of privi- 
lege, and remarked that he had heard the Clerk of 
the House announce the other day his name to fill 
the vacancy occasioned by the resignation of his 
colleague [|Gov. Vance] as chairman of the Com- 
mittee of Claims. He desired to say to the House 
that he found his name on two other committees, 
and that he was excused from serving on the third 
by a rule of the House. 

He desired to say further, that there were cir- 
cumstancss connected with the appointment of the 
committees of this House affecting the State which 
he had in part the honor of representing here, 
which forbade him from serving on any commit- 
tee upon which his name was placed. 

Mr. DANIEL, chairman of the Committee of 


\| Claims, stated that Mr. Sreruens had not attend- 


On motion of Mr. BAGBY, the Senate proceed- || 


el to the election of a Chaplain. 

Mr. LEVY made some remarks on the pro- 
priety of electing the Rev. Mr. 'Tuston, stating that 
Mr. Matthews was withdrawn; when 

Mr. MANGUM and Mr. BENTON called the 
Senator to order, on the ground that it was not the 
practice in the Senate to make nominations. 


The Senate then proceeded to ballot ; and the re- 


sult was declared as follows: © 
_ Whole number of votes 40; necessary to a choice 


. 
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Senate, 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, offered the fol- 


owing resolution, which was adopted : 


instructed to inquire into the expediency of passing 
= act to contine the office of the Commissioner of 
ensions, 


Me HAYWOOD offered the following resolu- 
ton, which was adopted : 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be 


‘nstructed to report to the Senate a bill for extend- , 
le revenue laws of the United States over the | 


ing th 


ee Texas, and establishing collection districts 
douse and to provide for the collection of the 
‘tes which are, or may be, imposed by law upon 


0 the Rey. S. Tusron is elected Chaplain of the | 


i? r ‘ . . | 
Kesolved, That the Committee on Pensions be || 


ed the meetings of that Committee, and he had 
been informed by that gentleman that he did not 
contemplate attending its sittings. He therefore 
moved that Mr. Sreruens be excused from ser- 
vice on that committee, and that a member be ap- 
pointed in his place. 


Mr. BARRINGER inquired of Mr. D. if he 


|| was requested by Mr. Srepuens to make the mo- 


tion, and if he knew the reason why Mr. 8. had 


| not attended the committee. 


Mr. DANIEL said he did not know the reasons, 
nor had he been requested by Mr. 8S. to make the 
motion. ‘The committee had much business be- 


| fore it, and it was desirable to have a full commit- 





| House then adjourned until Saturday. , 


tee. 

Mr. COBB said, he had not seen his colleague 
[Mr. Stepnens] on the subject, but he had no 
doubt that his non-attendance on the sittings of 
the committee was the consequence of the state of 


| his health. 


Mr. BARRINGER hoped his colleague [Mr. 
Danie] would waive the motion until the gentle- 
man from Georgia [Mr. Sreruens |] was in his seat. 

The SPEAKER said it would be more regular 
for the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Steruens] to 
make his motion in person; and so the matter 


dropped. 


CHRISTMAS. 


Mr. COBB moved the following resolution : 

Resolved, That when the House shall adjoun to- 
day it will adjourn to meet on Saturday next. 

The resolution was read and agreed to. 

And, on motion of Mr. MeCONNELL, the 
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PETITIONS. 

Petitions, Memorials, and Remonstrances were 
referred under the rule, as follows: 

jy Mr. DANIEL P. KING: The remonstrance of Jonas 
Nutting, and 60 others, citizens of New Ipswich, New 
Hampshire, against the admission of Texas as a slave 
State. 

Also, the remonstranee of Theodore H. Dorr, and i44 
other citizens of Lexington, Massachusetts, for the same 
object. 

By Mr. CALEB B. SMITH: The remonstrance of Lem- 
uel R. Johnson, and 128 others. citizens of Wayne county, 
Indiana, against the admission of ‘Texas as a slave States 

Also, a remonstrance of Henry Hoover, and 7 others, citt 
zens of Wayne county, Indiana, of the same character. 

Also, a remonstrance of Frederick Hoover, of Wayne 
county, Indiana, of the same character, 

By Mr. DELANO: The remonstrance of 102 citizens of 
Licking county, Ohio, against the admission of ‘Texas into 
the Union as a slave State. 

Also, the proceedings of a public meeting held in Utiea, 
in the the county of Licking, Obio, signed by L. W. Know! 
ton, chairman, and James H. Elder, secretary, protesting 
against the admission of ‘Texas into the Union as a State, 
with a constitution allowing slavery. 

By Mr. HUDSON: The remonstrance of John G. Met- 
ealf, and others, of Marston; of Abigail Metealf, and othera, 
of Mendon; of 67 inhabitants of Westboro’; each protest 
ing against the admission of Texas as a slave State. 

Also, the petition of John Orecott, and others, of Uxbridg 
Massachusetts, praying for the establishment of a congress 
of nations, 

iy Mr. SEVERANCE: The remonstrances of Jonathan 
Garland and 108 other citizens of Winslow, Maine; of Eli- 
sha Goodwin and 43 other citizens of Detroit, Maine; of 
Morrill Prescott and 2 other citizens of Ripley, Maine ; of 
Amos Low, of Waterville, Maine ; of Robert Goodenow, of 
Farmington, and 80 other legal voters of that town; of 
Charlies C., Cone and 134 inhabitants of Calais, Maine; of 
Samuel Boothby and 56 citizens of Leeds, Maine; of John 
How and 25 others, of Abbot, Maine; of Seth May and 30 
others, of Winthrop, Maine; of Thomas M. Clark and 48 
other legal voters of Hallowell and Gardiner, Maine; all 
against the admission of Texas as a slave State. 

By Mr. WENTWORTH: The petition of William Moore, 
of Littlefort, Lake county, Ulinois, for relief. 

ty Mr. HENLEY: The petition of Gideon Walker, with 
additional evidence. 

By Mr. SAWTELLE: The petition of James Wyman. 

By Mr. ABBOTT: The petition of sane R. Howe and 33 
others, citizens of Haverhill, in the State of Massachusetts, 
praying that a congress of nations may be instituted for the 
settlement of national disputes. 

By Mr. CRANSTON: The petition of Asa Armington 

By Mr. W. CAMPBELL: ‘The petition of Harper & 
Brothers, of the city of New York, praying that authority be 
given to the Department of War to contract with them for 
supplying the Militia of the United States with Scott's In 
fantry ‘Tactics. 

By Mr. FOSTER: The petition of Francis Remmil for 
a pension. < 

On motion of Mr. RELFE, Report No. 194, of the last 
session of Congress, with the accompanying documents, 
together with the additional evidence relating to the claim 
of Bent St. Vrain & Co., for Indian depredations, was re 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. GILES: The petition of John Porter, praying for 
a pension on account of injuries received in) the public ser- 
vice: referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Also, 
the memorial of Commander Mefntosh, praying for com 
pensation for performing duties belonging to those of a 
higher grade: referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: The petition of Samuel B. Wads- 
worth and 206 others, citizens of Eastport, Maine, fer an 
appropriation for building a new custom-house at that place. 
Also, the petition of Andrew Blake, praying for a bounty 
that would have been allowed to the schooner Two Bro- 
thers, had not the vessel been lost. Also, the petition of A. 
G. Higgins, and others, praying for the allowance of the 
fishing bounty to the schooner Madison, of Orland, lost at 
sea while on her voyage. Also, the petition of the citizens 
of Frenchman’s Bay, praying for the erection of a light- 
house at the mouth of the said bay. Also, the petition of 
the citizens of Goldsborough, Maine, for a light-house at the 
entrance of Prospect harbor, in said town. Also, the pe- 
tition of the citizens of Washington county, for a light- 
house at Little river, in the town of Cutter, Maine. Also, 
the petition of the citizens of the State of Maine, for the 
erection of a light-house upon Spoon Island, at the entrance 
of the Jellico bay: referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, 

By Mr. MACLAY: The petition of Ellen Woolsey, widow 
of M. G. Woolsey, formerly a Lieutenant in the United 
States navy, for a pension, Also, the petition of A, Hatha- 
way, of the city of New York, for payment of a cancelled 
treasury note, Also, the petition of H. Stephenson, for a 
pension, 





IN SENATE. 
Satrurpay, December 27, 1845. 

In the absence of the Vice Presiwenr, 

Mr. SEVIER having taken the chair, presented 
a note from the Vice Preswwent, which was read 
by the Secretary, requesting Mr. Sevier to act as 
presiding officer of the day. 

The Journal was then about to be read, when 

Mr. CRITTENDEN rose, and made objection 
to the irregularity of this proceeding. He had no 
kind of personal objection to the honorable Senator 
who was in the chair—very far from it. He was 
as willing to see that Senator in the chair as any 
other member of the body: but it oceurred to him 
that the Vice President had no right to commission 
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any one to preside over the body. It was a mat- 
ter for the Senate itself to determine, in the absence 
of the presiding officer. 

The Secrerany, at the request of several Sena- 
tors, read the rule upon the subject, as follows: 

‘“ The Vice President, or President of the Sen- 
‘ate pro tempore, shall have aright to name a mem- 
‘ber to perform the duties of the chair, but such 
‘ substitution shall not extend beyond an adjourn- 

9 


pie. 

Vr. SPEIGHT observed that he could see no 
other construction of the rule than that which had 
heen placed on it by the Vice President—that he 
jiad the right to name a member, in his absence, to 
perform the duties of the chair. 

dr. CRITTENDEN moved to proceeu *» the 
elecuon of a President pro tempore, with a view to 
lest tne que Shion. 

Vr. CALHOUN did not clearly recollect any 

imilar case. The Secretary had been long here, 
and he (Mr. C.) would be 
ticre was any pre edent. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN did not know of an in- 
where the Viee President exercised this 
power during the ten or twelve years he had been 
a member of the body. 

Mr. STURGEON thought there had been a 
number of precedents since he had occupied a seat 
here. Jle believed that Mr. Southard, formerly 
the presiding officer of the Senate, appointed a 
member to discharge the duties of the chair, in the 
mode pursued on the present occasion, during that 
gentleman’s absence in Virginia. He thought 

There was no doubt on 
his mind of the correctness of the course. 

The CHAIR (Mr. Sevier) rose to put the ques- 
tion on the motion to proceed to an election; when 

Mir. CRITTENDEN said he thought the case 
of Judge Southard was provided for by special 
resolution of the Senate. 

\ir. HAYWOOD, to relieve the Senate from the 
diificulty, moved that the Senate adjourn. 


stance 


there were other cases, 


lhe question was taken, and decided in the neg- 
ative, 

Vir. MANGUM understood that there was some 
difficulty with reference to the qualification of the 
officer presiding. He knew what had been done 
in many similar instances by Mr. Southard, before 
he went to Virginia for his health. After that 
time, however, a resolution may have been passed 
by the Senate, and it could be found, if there was 
So littl doubt did he (Mr. Maneum) enter- 
tain in relation to this matter, that he took occa- 
to the Vice President that, if he de- 
siened being absent until Monday, he could give 
an appointment in writing, according to usage, as 
he understood it. It was perfectly easy, however, 
to obviate any difficulty by re solution or by bal- 
lot. lle de sired to state that the Vice President 
had derived the information from him, and at the 
time he did not suppose there would be difficulty 
or embarrassment. 

Mr. T. CLAYTON said, that when Mr. South- 
ard appointed a substitute, ¢ question was raised 
whether it should be by a general commission, or 
renewed day by day, That gentleman was sub- 


one, 


s10n to state 


ject to a disease which frequently rendered him 


unable to perform the duties of the chair, and 
when compelled to go to Virginia, had repeatedly 

* power of appointing a substitute, and 
it was not objected to. He repeated, that the only 
difficulty which arose was, whether there should 
he a ve 
Mr. Southard, or whether he should leave a num- 
ber of papers, dated from day to day, that the sub- 
stitute micht be thus authorized to take the chair. 

Mr. CALHOUN said that the rule of the Sen- 
ate gave the Vice President the power to appoint a 
substitute. If there was any doubt, it was because 
the gentleman was not in the District. He may be 
Believing, however, that the rule 
contemplated that he may appoint a substitute for 
one day, he could not vote for the motion of the 
Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN said he made the motion 
without much consideration, as there seemed to 
lim to be an irregularity in the proceeding. But 
he would now withdraw it. 

‘The motion was, therefore, withdrawn. 

Mr. HANNEGAN presented the credentials of 
the tlon. Jesse D. Brieurt, elected a Senator of 
the United States from the State of Indiana for 
the term of six years, commencing 4th of March, 
1845; which having been read, 


exercise d t 


out of the city. 


vlad to hear from him if 


general appointment during the absence of 





Mr. Brieur took the customary oath, adminis- 
tered by Mr. Sevier. 

Mr. DAVIS presented the petition of Thomas 
Hienshaw and others, praying that the pensions 
eranted to the militia who served in the revyolutiona- 
ry war may be increased; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. EVANS presented a petition of citizens of 
Maine, remonstrating against the admission of 
‘Texas into the Union, with a constitution tolera- 
ting slavery; which was laid on the table, 

Mr, UPHAM presented several remonstrances 
of citizens of Vermont, against the admission of 
Texas into the Union as a slave State; which were 
laid on the table. 

Mr. U. also presented resolutions of the Legisla- 
ture of the State of Vermont, protesting against 
the admission of Texas without the consent of all 
the States; which were laid on the table, and order- 
ed to be printed. 

Mr. U. also presented the petition of the repre- 
sentatives of Geo. W. Corliss, deceased, an officer 
in the revolutionary army, praying to be allowed 
his seven years’ half-pay; which was referred to 
the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

Mr. U. further presented the petition of Zadock 
Huntley, a soldier in the revolutionary army, ask- 
ing a pension; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

Mr. U. further presented the petition of Beebee 
Wadham, the legal representative of Heman Allen, 
deceased, asking the reimbursement of advances 
made by said Heman Allen during the revolu- 
tionary war; which was referred to the Commit- 
tce on Revolutionary Claims. 

Mr. THOMAS CLAYTON presented the peti- 
tion of the legal representatives of Mountjoy Bai- 
ley, deceased, an officer in the revolutionary army, 
asking legal interest on his commutation pay ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims. 

Mr. DICKINSON presented the petition of 
certain captains and sailors for the completion and 
lichtine of Cattaraugus harbor, on Lake Erie; 
which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Mr. JENNESS presented the petition of Ruth 
Ransom, of Dover, New Hampshire, for the re- 
newal of a lost bounty-land warrant issued to her 
as the legal representative of Nathaniel Magoon, 
an officer in the revolutionary army; which was 
referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

Mr. DIX presented the petition of Richard Kidd 
and Benjamin Kidd, for payment of the residue of 
judgment in their favor against Samuel Swart- 
wout, late collector of the port of New York, for 
duties illegally exacted; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. D. also presented the petition of Jonathan 
Little, assignee of Whiley ‘Taylor, merchants in 
the city of New York, praying the repayment of 
certain duties illegally exacted of them by the 
collector of that port on a cargo of silk twist im- 
ported in 1838 and 1839; which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

A message was received from the House of Rep- 
resentatives, announcing that the joint resolution 
for the admission of 'Texas into the Union had 
been signed by the President of the United States, 
and requesting the signature of the Vice President 
thereto. 

Mr. ASHLEY presented the petition of citizens 
of Arkansas, praying the establishment of a weekly 
mail route from Oakland Grove post office to Du- 
zark Bluffs, on the White river; which was refer- 


red to the Committee on the Post Office and Post | 


Roads. 

Mr. A. also presented the petition of Scott, 
White & Co., praying the repayment of a sum of 
money advanced by them to the paymaster for the 
Western department of the army, for public uses; 
which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CASS presented the petition of Ambrose 
R. Davenport, praying compensation for military 


services during the last war with Great Britain; | 
which was referred to the Committee on Military | 


Affairs. 
Mr. STURGEON presented six petitions of 
citizens of Pennsylvania, remonstrating against the 
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which was read a first and second time and refi 
r ‘ sc "10 Te. 
red to the Commitiee on Military Affairs, 
Mr. ASHLEY, pursuant to notice, asked and 


obtained leave to bring in a bill to establish a 
wil; WT. 


manent general pre-emption system in favor of 
. . ‘ n 

actual settlers upon the public lands: which y 
1 is 


| read a first and second time, and referred to the 


Committee on Public Lands, 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, from the Com- 


mittee on Pensions, reported a bill to continue the 


| office of Commissioner of Pensions; which was 
read, and passed to a second reading. . 


} without amendment; an 


Mr. ATHERTON, pursuant to notice, asked and 
obtained leave to introduce a bill for the Settlement 
of the claims of the State of New Hampshire 
against the United States; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred. ae 

Mr. SPEIGHT, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported a bill granting alternate sections 
of the public lands to the State of Michivan fog 
purposes of internal improvements in said State 

1 the bill and report were 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HAYWOOD presented a remonstrance of 
the city council of Alexandria against the repeal of 
the act which makes it obligatory upon one of the 
circuit judges of that circuit to reside in Alexay. 
dria ; which was referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. LEVY said, that, in deference to the desire 
expressed to him by several of his friends, he had 
concluded to withdraw, for the present, the reso- 
lution introduced by him a few days since, in re?- 
erence to the acquisition of Cuba. Although his 
judgment by no means concurred in the sufficiency 
of the reasons which had been urged against the 
resolution, yet, willing as he was at all times to 
defer to the superior experience and wisdom of his 
associates, he did not hesitate to yield to their 
wishes, and, for the present, to withdraw his 
proposition: the more especially as it had not been 
his purpose, when the resolution was introduced, 
to call it up for action until a late period of the 
session. He accordingly withdrew it. 


OREGON. 


The following resolutions submitted by Mr. 
ATCHISON, on the 18th instant, coming up for, 
consideration : ‘ 

Resolved, That the Committee on Territories be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of organ- 
izing a government for the Territory of Orezon. 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of es- 
tablishing block-houses and stockade forts, and 
military posts, from the frontiers of Missouri to 
I’remont’s pass in the Rocky mountains, and from 
thence through the Oregon ‘Territory to the mouth 


| of the Columbia river; and also to inquire into the 


expediency of raising and organizing a corps of 
mounted riflemen, for the purpose of escorting emi- 
grants to, and protecting American citizens 1, the 
Oregon Territory. 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
eranting lands to actual settlers in the Territory of 
Oregon. 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Militia be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of organ- 
izing, arming and equipping the militia of Oregon 
Territory. - i 

Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs 
inquire into the expediency of establishing Indian 
agencies and sub-agencies in the Oregon Territory, 
and the extension of the laws of the United States 
regulating intercourse with the Indians over said 
Territory, as far as they may be applicable. 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office 


‘and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the 


admission of Texas into the Union as a slave || 


State; which were laid on the table. 
Mr. EVANS, pursuant to notice, asked and ob- 


tained leave to introduce a bill for the relief of | 


Mary McRea, widow of Colonel William McRea; | 


‘upon them. 


expediency of establishing a mail route from the 
frontiers of Missouri to the city of Oregon, In tie 
Oregon Territory : 


Mr. CALHOUN stated that these resolutions 
were of great importance and required great delib- 
eration. The Senate was now thin; and he would 
suggest to the Senator from Missouri to postpone 
their consideration until some day which might be 
fixed after the holydays. 

Mr. ATCHISON had no objection to a post- 
ponement, but as they were merely resolutions of 
inquiry, he saw no objection to immediate action 
He admitted their importance, but 
would remind the honorable Senator that they 
went n> further than the Message of the Presi- 
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